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ADVERTISEMENT. 



The Trial of Lord Melville having occupied the 
space of fifteen days, a minute detail of every thing 
which passed would fill a volume of considerable size. 

I The following sheets will be found to contain a con- 
cise but faithful report of all the material parts of 

I this solemn and dignified proceeding. Various ques- 
tions, upon the admissibility of evidence, were agi- 
tated in the course of the Trial, but the arguments 
upon those points are wholly omitted, as they would 
be uninteresting to the general reader. The object 

I of this work is to give such a report of the Trial as 
would not be too expensive for the generality of 
readers to obtain ; but, however it may have been 
compressed with that view, the public may rest as- 
sured it contains every argument and every fact, 
which is necessary to give them a thorough know- 
ledge of the whole case. 
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COMPENDIOUS REPORT, 
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ThU interuting Tibial commenced on the 9.9th Jpril, 

1 806. 

THE ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT 

WERE IN SUBSTANCE AS FOLLOW: 

The Preamble stated the Letters Patent, dated the 
19th day of August, 1782, appointing Lord Melville 
Treasurer of the Navy, and the King's Warrant, 
dated the 23d October, 1782, granting to him a salary 
of 4000/. per annuim, in full satisfaction of all wages 
and fees, and other profits and emoluments thereto- 
fore enjoyed by former Treasurers of the Navy. That 
Lord Melville continued Treasurer from thq 19th 
August, 17S2, till the icth of April 1783; and was 
again appointed on the jth January, 1784, by Letters' 
Patent of that date — that he received a similar Salary 
Warrant, dated the i8th January, 1786 ; and that his 
Lordship continued in office under this second appoint* 
ment til] the 31st May, 1800. 

The Preamble alsq stated certain resolutions of the 
House of Commons, and reports of the Commissioners 
of Accounts in 1782; and set forth some of the 
clauses of the act passed in June 1785, for the better 
regulating the office of Treasurer of the Navy. 

It also stated, that on the loth January, 1786^ 
Ix)rd Melville appointed Alexander Trotter, Esq. his 
Paymaster ; and by power of attorney authorized him 
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to draw upon the Bank of England, u^on the account 
of Lord Melville as Treasurer, for all such sums as 
should be wanted for the public service ; the said 
Alexander Trotter being particularly careful to spe- 
cify in each and every tiraft the service for which the 
same should bf dr^vwn. ► 

The Preamble thfen concluded with averring, that 
Lord Melville had acted fraudulently, corruptly, and 
illegally, in the several inst-ances following : 

ARTICLE L Charged that Lord Melville, whilst 
Treasurer of the Navy, arid previous to loth Ja- 
nuary, 1786, took and received from the money 
mip/ested to him as Treasurer 1 0^000/. or sdme 
other large sum or sums, and fraudulently and ille- 
gally converted and applied the same to his own 
use, or to some other corrupt an<i illegal pmrpt^es, 
and to other purposes than Navy Services. 

And that he continued such fraudulent and ille- 
gal conversion and application after passing of the^ . 
sard act for better regulating the office of Treasurer } 

of the Navy. And that the said Lord Melviilede* 

' clared in the House of Commons on the nth- day^ 
of^June, 1805, that he never would reveal the ap- 
pHcfaiion of the said sum ; and added, that he felt 

' himself bound by motives of public duty, as well 

- as private honour and personal convenience to con- ' 

' ceal the same. 

All which is' averred to be contrary to his duty, j 

2l breach of the trust reposedin him, and a violation , 4 

of the laws and statutes of the realm. 

ARTICLE IP Charged that Lord Melville in breach ^ 

and violation of the said act of parliament for betier 

'regulating his office, connived at, permitted, and'^ 

' suffered Mr. Trotter, illegally, to draw frotii the « 

* Bank of England for other* purposes than for im*'- 

■mediate application to Navy Strvices large sums of' 

money out of the money issued on account of tlie* 

Treasilrer of the Navy; ahd connived at and per- . 

' mittc^d hun to' place the same in the hands- of- 

' M'efesrs.'Ooutts and Co. the private bankers of the- 



said Alexander Trotter^ in his own namcj and sub- 
ject to his sole controul and disposition. 

Which is- averred to be contrary to law-^a 
breach of the high trust reposed in him, and a vio- 
lation of the laws and statutes of the realm. 

ARTICLE III. After stating that Mr. Trotter^by rir- 
tuc of the authority given to h\m% drew large suips 
of money from the Bank of England, charged that 
the said Alexander Trotter did, with the privity, by 
the connivance, and with the permission of Lord 
Melville, apply and use such money, or great part 
thereof, for purposes of private advantage, or-ia** 
terest, profit, and emolument; and did place t)ie 
same, or great part thereof, in the hands of Messrs* 
Thomas Coutts and Co. mixed with and undistin* 

. guishcd from the proper 'monies of the said Alex- 
ander Trotter ; whereby the said sums of money 
were not only used for private emolument, but ex- 
posed CO risk, and withdrawn from the controul of 
the Treasurer of the Navy, 

ARTICLE IV- Charged that Vir. Trotter, with the 

£rivity, or . by the connivance and permissioA.of 
ord Melville^ placed sums issued from th^ Ex* 
chequer on account of the Treasurer, and drawn 
from the Bank of England, in the hands f f Mark 
Sprot and other persons, and applied and used the 
same for pi^rposes of private advantage or interest, 
profit or emolumentj and for other than Navy 
services. 

ARTICLE V. Charged that Lord Mely ilk did, after 
the loth January, X786, fraudulently and illeg^iUy, 
for the purpose of advantage or interest to himself, 
or for acquiring profit or emolument therefrom^ or 
for some other corrupt and illegal purposes, and for 
purposes- other than Navy Services, tak^ ^wi re- 
ceive from thp public money placed in his ]^aai€! at 
the Bank of England as Treasurer of the Na^y,.tjie 
sum of io,ooo/« and did rraudulently and illegally, 
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convert and apply the same to his own use or to 
some other corrupt and illegal purposes. 

ARTICLE VI. Charged that Lord Melville did 
procure arid receive from the said Alexander Trotter 
advances of several large sums of money, whifch 
were made to him in part from money so illegally 
drawn from the Bank, and in part from sums so' 
placed by thic said Alexander Trotter in the hands 
of Messrs. Coutts and Co. when mixed with and 
undistinguished from the proper monies of the said 

- Alexander Trotter. And that the said Alexander 
" Trotter kept an account currant with Lord Mel- 

■ ville, entered in certain books, and the books and all 
vouchers, memorandums and writings, in the pos- 

• session of the said Alexander Trotter and Lord 

• * Melville, relative thereto, were burnt and destroyed 

by them, in pursuance of a clause contained in the 
release between them, with a view to prevent the 

■ discovery of the said several advances of money. 

ARTICLE VIL Charged that Lord Melville re- 
ceived from tke said Alexander Trotter, amongst 
' other advances of money, the sum of 22,000/. part- 
advanced exclusively from public money, and other 
^rt from the said mixed fund at Coutts and Co's. 

ARTICLE VIII. Charged that amongst other ad- 
vances of money. Lord Melville received from Mr. 
« Trotter the sum of 22,00c/. for which it had been 
\alledged by Lord Melville, he was to pay interest. 

ARTICLE IX. Charged that during all or the 
greater part of the time that Lord Melville was 
Treasurer, the said Alexander Trotter did gratui- 
tously and without salary act as Lord Melville's 
Ag^nt, and was from time to time in advance for 
him in that respect to the amount of from 10,000 
to 20,000/. And that the said Alexander Trotter 

> did so gratuitously transact the private business of 

- the said Lord Mdville, and make him the said ad- 
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vances of money in consideration of the said Lord 
Melville conniving at thjc said Alexander Trotter 
so applying and using the public money for purr 
poses of private emolument. 
ARTICLE X. Charged that Lord Melville, on dir 
vers da/s and times between the 19th August^ 
178a, and the 5th January, 1784, and also on di- 
vers days between the 5th January, 1784, and the 
ist January, 1786, receive from the monies imr 
prestcd to him as Treasurer or Ex-Treasurer of the 
Navy, divers sums amounting to 27,000/. and did 
fraudulently and illegally convert and apply the 
same to his own use, or to some other corrupt and 
illegal purposes, and to other purposes than Navy 
Services, and did continue the said fraudulent and 
illegal conversion and application after the passing 
of the act for better regulating th^ office of Trcar 
surer of the Navy, 



To these articles Lord Melville pleaded not 
QviLTY ; and the Commons replied, averring that 

he WAS GUItTY, 

The articles, answers, and replication, havin£^ been 
read, Mr. Whitbread (one of the Managers for the 
commons) rose and spoke as follows : 

My Lords, I am commanded to open to your Lord- 
ships, at once, all the charges exhibited against Henry 
Lord Viscount Melville^ This course iS'adopted» as 
much because the matters of charge are of themselves 
difficult of separation, as because those, to whom the 
management of this cause has been entrusted* have 
determined that upon them shall rest no imputation of 
delay. 

My Lords, I fear it will be necessary for me to 
enter into a long and fatiguing detail of perplexed 
accounts, and to give a narrative of dry facts, which 
^e susceptible of no embellishment* 
^ I trust, my. Lords, in the (:ourseof this prosecution, 
that, whatever ardour I may feel to bring to an issu^ 
the most honourable to the Commons of Gr«at Britain, 
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that charge which they, have exhibited ^againsf .the 
Di^f^Ad'afit, I shall not' bebetraj^ed Into any intcm- 
jperafite of expression whatever towards the De- 
fendant. My Lords, truth delights in the language 
of temperance, and she makes her most forcible ap- 
peal in the accents of moderation ; and I may be be- 
fieved when I say, my Lords, that I am as anxious to 
ilvoid the infliction of unnecessary vC'ounds upon the 
^Defendant himself (and much more upon those who 
arc most near and dear to him) as I' am anxious to 
6btaln a legal conviction of that which I know to be 
Ynofal guilt. 

ISut, my Lords, neither will I sin in the opposite 
iixtreme, nor be betrayed by the affectation of can- 
flour into a dereliction of duty. My Lords, I will 
Speak for that I love — I will speak for justice. If 
tne party accused have done so as we charge, his 
fault is double, for he came in upon reformation, hav- 
ing discovered the abuses of others ; arid this I would 
say unto you, if I were to die this hour-^faults by 
mistake, God forbid that you should be harsh in cen-' 
suring ; but errors that are wilful, 3pare them not. 

*My Lords, the office of Treasurer of the Navy was 
fcunoed in the beginning of the century before the 
last ; a certain stipend was allowed to the person who 
Executed that office ; and although it was never legal 
io'to do, yet down to a certain period it was irre- 
proachable to those who exercised that oflice, to make 
use of the pubHc money which passed through their 
hands. 

iWy Lords, at the close of the American war, when 
the expences of the country had risen to a very con- 
siderable ' height, when it was necessary to begin 
J>lans 'of economy and reform, and when there existed 
h the House of Commons of that day, spirits who 
were determined to inquire into the true situation of 
the country ; a commission of accounts was instituted 
by act of parliament, to ascertain what had been the 
mode of'the expenditure of public money, what ba- 
lances it was right to' calf for, and wha^ enactments It 
was right to makfe in fdttfrefor the/due eiecuti6n of 
this office. These *cbi!iii;ussioriers, otief 6f whom is iii 



\ 



7 

tbeboi;, a fellow manager of minej executed the trust 
reposed' in them with diligence and ability, andthef 
made a variety of reports; an^ong others, a special 
report in the office of Treasurer of hia Majesty^ 
Navy, They stated the balances that had been in 
the hands of the Ex-Treasurers, and advised that re- 
gulations should be made in future, to prevent ru<;^ 
accumulation of balances ; that no temptialion shoui^ 
•ever be held out to any future treasurer to do thkt 
which they complained former treasurers had dcme. 

Mr. Whitbread then stated certain resolutions, ^f 
the House of Commons, and the measures which w^i;e 
taken by the King to increase :thi? salary of Mr. 
Barne (who was IVeasurer of the Navy iq 1782) Jo 
.4000/. a year, in lieu of all emoluments theretofore 
enjoyed by former Treasurers of the Navy. 

He then stated, that when Mr. Bai;re quitted the 
office of Treasurer of the Navy, the r^oble defendant 
succeeded him; :and that he wa^ bound by hi^ M^* 
jesty's warrant, granting the salary of 4000/. per 
annum, to make no use of the public money to bis 
interest or advantage. My Lords, (continued he,) the 
.defendanr, at the time he came into that office, ap- 
pointed Mr. Douglas to be his paymaster; a gentle* 
Tnan who had exercised the office of , paymaster upd^r 
several Treasurers of the Navy ; I .believe for a ^tjc- 
cession of almost eighteen years, >vith. a slight, inter- 
ruption during the time that Mr- Barrc exercised th^t 
office. My Lords, We charge^ in thf first ^article of 
impeachment, that the noble defendant, during t^ 
tkne Mr. Douglas was his paymaster, and previous to 
an act of parliament, to w^hich I shall soon have 09- 
casion to call the attention of your lordships, did, |p 
breach of his duty, possess himself of a certain su^.of 
money. My Lords, I beg your lordships to considqr 
ac this period the situation in which the Commpr^ 
have stood vylth regard to the articles th^t they have 
exhibited to your lordships. At the time they w^re 
exhibited, the committee were riot in. .possesion of a 
|;reat part of the .evidence which I.shgll now haye 
the honour to open to your lordship^.. We drey/ the 
charges. as it. were in the dark, trnt fmmed tt^em ip 
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8uch a manner as that the evidence, whatever it migttt 
be, might apply to some of the articles, or rather some 
parts of the charge, which we have adduced against 
the noble Lord. And I also beg your lordships tx) 
consider, that the lapse of time, from the date of the 
crime which we charge upon the defendant in the 
first article, is no less than twenty four years; th^t 
many of the persons who acted in these transaction$ 
• have been long- since asleep in their graves ; that 
much of the written evidence which we ought to have 
been able to collect has been purposely destroyed, 
and put out of the way ; that much has been acci- 
dentally lost ; and that we are now driven to living 
witnesses, who were actors in these transactions, in 
order to establish before your lordships the guilt of 
the person whom we accuse. But our difficulties are 
surmounted, I trust ; and we shall be able to lead 
your lordships by a circuitous path 5 by small step3 
perhaps at first, but afterwards, as I have the satisfac- 
tion to ^y, by a more plain* and open road, to an 
eminence, from whence you shall survey all the 
transactions of the defendant, during the course of the 
last eighteen years. And, notwithstanding all the 
difficulties we have met yvif h, the result shall be stfcl^ 
a3 to establish ai) irresistible conviction in the minds 
pf your lordships. My Lords, if we have conquered 
pur difficulties, we cannot howpver conquer our feel- 
ings, and it is a most painful task, which I am now 
about to undertake; for, my i.ords, your lordships 
perhaps riiay know, (if not, we know, and we ^re to 
prove), that at a certain time in the cour$e of the last 
spring, the defendant did, in a moment of forgetful- 
ness, write a letter addressed to the Commissioners of 
. Naval Enquiry, which wa$^, by rpotion^ laid upon the 
^able of thfe House of Commons ; and which does in 
substancie contain a denial, that, during the payma^terr 
ship of Mr. Douglas, he niadp either interest or ad- 
;, yantage of the public mpney. ^ 

The Hoble Lord i^ a rnan pf education and ^eiise; 
IS elevated by the favour pf his Majesty, and. in coq^ 
fcjqiience of services which his Majesty has been 
pleased to acknowledge^ to a sitiiation in w^^ch be 






passes sentence^ In this house, as a judge, upon life 
end death, upon his honour, in cases of felony and 
treason. And yet, my Lords, that noble Lord said, 
that he never did that, which we undertake to pfov^ 
that he did ; and he has said, and subscribed his name 
to that assertion, that he was ready to take the so- 
lemn sanction of an oath to that effect 

My Lords, I charge that the noble Lord not only 
took this money, but that he used it for his own acf- 
vantage, and part of it for his own interest. Your 
lordships know, that I am now adverting to the Jlr^ 
charge, which is, that Lord Melville had possession df 
a certain sum of 10,000/. Now I refer your lordships 
to the tenti article, for it is necessary that we should 
take those two articles together ; the 10,000/. as your 
lordships wi}l find hereafter, being involved in the 
27,000/. which is charged in the tenth article, as I 
shall have the honour to explain to your lordships 
prc^entlyr 

• First' of all though upon the tenth article itself'; 
how are the Commons prepared to prove that article? 
And what is the evidence that is to be adduced to 
you upon this occasion ? Why, my Lords, no less thail 
ia confession, which I heard made by the defendant 
himself in the House of Commons. He avowed that 
he had taken 10,000/. of the public money ; he as- 
serted that he had not used it to purposes of private 
profit or advantage, but he told the House ot Com^ 
mons this remarkable fact, that he was determined he 
never would reveal, to any human being, what the 
application pf that ip,ooo/. was. That expression 
the defendant uttered in the face of the House of 
Commons ; and which, perhaps, may now be to be 
repeated, in the face of > our lordships and his country. 
That I say was an impeachable offence. He, nor any 
man breathing, had a right tp set himself above the 
law. There is no law which could authorise the pay- 
ment of that money. He teBs you he did it illegally j 
he tplls you he did it for your benefit, and yet he will 
liot tell 'you, to wbpm or for yvh^t seryice be paid the 

money. 

Wy l^rds, Yfp pot only charge th^t the ijoble J 
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waSf^cvgc S8^ ^ j^hc-siwi of i.o,coo/., but wc th»v^ 
jakp, that ^e contimi^d in possession of it> after a new 
«ra.had takon placje in the Navy Pay OiHce, contrary, 
.as it wpajd then be, to the act of parliament ; and we 
Jcnow, not only that he confessed it in the House of 
ComFflons, (which I jieard,) but that he confessed k 
to a person, whom I fuust now nai»c for the first time 
^fo yopr Idrdships, Mr: Alexander Trofter, and whom 
hereafter J shall have occasion frequently to name. 
Soon after Mr. Trotter was appointed Paymaster of 
xhe Navy, Lord Melville confessed to him^, that he 
♦W4S at that time in possession of this sum. 
. On the 19th August 178a, Lord Melville (then Mr. 
Dundas) was, for the first time, appointed Treasurer 
4of the Navy. On the 20th August the sum of looo/. 
was -paid by Mr. Douglas into a banking hou^ witb 
:which the noble lord .has a{i accpunt on behalf of >Mr. 
Pimdas. 

Now, my L^ords, who was Mr. Douglas? for k k 
necessary we should shew explicitly, by proof, who 
he was. We shall shew he was paymast^er, appointed 
iinder proper authority by Mr. Dun^as ; aiKl that 
every act he did ac the time, and afterwards, as Pay«- 
master of the Navy, had the sanction of the defendant 
himself; and that he, in a peculiar mannerj, shewed 
his private confidence in him, distinct from die public 
confidence he gave him by his letter of attorney. I do 
not believe that the iooo/», sf> paid, was any part of 
the public money, but that upon tbe first esiablish- 
roent of tbe connection of the two men, a payment of 
1000/. wsis made perfectly legal and perfectly proper. 
Early, however, in November apayment of a different 
•deseniptioawas made into the banking house of Messrs. 
Drummonds, on behalf of the defendant. It is neces- 
sary I should state to your lordships, that in the then 
mode of condtictiiig the office of Treasurer pf riie 
»Na^y,. the Paymaster of the Navy, was in the habit 
:( after the memorials had been issued upon which th^ 
iwvr^nt3 of nwjncy werfe granted frpm the Excbeqiier) 
tfii'jgWT^g^.fto .the JBxch/equer, togethear with a h^^ 
clerk, and, having presented his warrant, the^ua? o^ 
lPI(aa«^y. iOli wd to ^e p^id t^ th^ Xreasurcir 9f ^tke 
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Navy, vas delivered to lujm,in'jucli. vay m^ l^irboip 
to take it : for instance, he n4^ht have U ;^11 .wutttcii 
into his bank book if he pleased, •an.d carried to the 
account of the Treasurer of the Navy ; or that be migltf: 
put some in the bank book, and take some aw%y i^ 
bank notes or cash, and place it where.he thought fit. 

It so happened that, on the 6th of Novenaber k78a> 
Mr. Douglas had a payment to receive at the Ex- 
chequer, to the amount, I think, of 45,000/. Mr. 
Douglas chose to have 40,000/. written into his ban^ 
book, and to take 5000/. away in bank notes. Nofr 
this is a transaction that has often taken place before. 
Former Paymasters of the Navy, and Mr. Douglas 
among others, in the execution of that office ynd^ 
other Treasurers of the Navy, have frequently acted 
in that manner; they have frequently taken sums of 
money in bank notes, and had the balance writtea 
into their book : but as far as we have been able tp 
trace all the sums so subtracted from the aggregate 
balance impressed to the Treasurer of the Navy, were 
uniformly sums of 3000/. » which were set apart to paf 
exchequer fees. This 5000/. that Mr. Douglas so tqg^ 
from the Exchequer, and put into his pocket, was 
never carried into any public account virhalev«r} it 
was carried to a place, according to the statemefic 
made by Mr. Douglas, which also was a place of 
safe custody, one in which he had a right to depos^ 
it; it was carried to what is called the iroisch^of 
the office* 

Mr. Whitbread then stated some ptirticulars of the 
account Mr. Douglaskept of the mone^thendeppsitisd ia 
the iron chest ; but as no evidence was given of theii^ 
it is not thought necessary to enter further ijitp tbf 
subject. He then stated, that of the 5000/. receii^G^ 
by Mr. Douglas at the Exchequer, one note for lopo/. 
wassome time afterwards paid to Lord Melville';^ acc<>qitf 
at Messrs; Drummonds. And that another *n^t^ f<* 
1 000/. received by Mr. Douglas at the Excheqt^^r^ ig 
the saqie way, at a sjjbes^quent period, ^as. a.feftr 
nigh afterwards paid in discharge of a priK^te ^i^i^ 
Lord Melville's. -^ : • 75 

Mr. WMkhvt^^ then eotitinued, I li^i^rji^wd/the 
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tioble defendant say, that, at the time he held the officjB 
of Treasurer of the Navy he was in a yast variety of 
confidential situations of government, which made it 
necessary for him to disburse money so secretly, so 
privately, with so much care, and caution, and cir- 
cumspection, that he would not tell even his col- 
leagues what he had done with it. Now an individual 
so unauthorised whilst Treasurer of the Navy, takes 
this lOjOocA into his own pocket, and then boldly 
tells you he was the servant of the public ; that he 
took it for the service of the public 5 to which public 
he will never reveal it. To whom, after having so 
possessed himself of it, did he pay this 10,000/.?. 
What became of it ? 

Mr. Whitbread then entered into some details of 
the accounts of Messrs. Mures and Atkinson, with a 
view of shewing that the io,odo//was deposited in 
their hands j but these {statements were not given ixx 
evidence. 

He then adverted to certain payments made to the 
credit of Lord Melville's account at the Bank^ by Mr. 
Atkinson and Grey in the year 1783. 

And he detailed the particulars of various receipts 
and payments, to shew that the difference betweefi 
the accounts at the Bank and the oflicial books of the 
Treasurer of the Navy in December J 785, was 
10,000/. 

But, my Lords, .''continued the honourable manager,) 
how did the defendant act when Mr. Douglas died, 
and when this deficiency of 10,000/. was known both 
to hini and those who succeeded Mr. Douglas ? Upon 
that deficiency being stated to the defendant, the dc^ 
fendant said that deficiency is mine ; so much I owe 
to the public. If then he acknowledged the closin, 
termination of this account, which was so compose( 
95 I have stated to your Wdships, I say he acknow- 
ledged the whole of it, and that it is impossible he can 
shew to your lordships he: made any public use of thi§ 
nlDiAey. If it were possible, he i§ impeachable for not 
^revealing the use of it i but there is no ground whatr 
ever for such a defence. . ' 

^- Ni2>w^ my liords/ if th^t t)e the condition of Lord 
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Melville, the evidence of Mr. Trotter, and- the evi- 
dence of those who heard him make that extraordinary,, 
that unjustifiable, that unpeachablc assertion in the 
House of Commons, with regard to his determination 
to keep the affairs of the public from the public them- 
selves, shall prove what I have stated, I think we 
shall have completely proved the first and the tenth 
articles of this charge. 

My Lords, we now come to the second division, in 
point of time, of the charges exhibited against Lord 
Melville; I mean that which took place after Mr. 
Trotter was appointed Paymaster of the Navy. And 
here I must take your lordships back, for the sake of 
perspicuity, to that new lera which had been created 
in the Navy Pay Office by the passing of an act of 
parliament, which obtained the royal assent, I be- 
lieve, in the month of June 1785, " for the better Re- 
gulation of the Office of the' Treasurer of his Majesty's 
Navy.*' 

My Lords, when I am speaking of the defendant, 
and of those persons connected with him, uporfwhoni 
it is my duty severely, but I trust not intemperately, 
to animadvert, I wish to say every thing that can go to 
the illustration of their good deeds in the office which 
they executed ; the one as superior, and the other as 
subordinate. And so far from imputing, any blame to 
them, for that which does not deserve blame, I wish 
to give them^all the credit and all the praise which is 
their dne,' during the time they continued so connect- 
ed together in that office ; and therefoje it is with 
satisfaction, I say, that during the time Mr. 
Duhdas was Treasurer of the Navy, several most 
beneficial regulations took place in that office, which 
he has the nierit of having produced to the public. 
That several acts of parliament were passed for the 
protection and defence of the unprotected and defence- 
less. I mean the widows and orphans of the brave 
seamen; and for the allotment of wages to the wives 
and families of those who were fighting the battles of 
this country. Above all that, several regulations took , 
place, and were enacted in^o laws, through the ip- , 
strumemality of the defendant, which saved a number.. 
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of l?ves ffom public execution ; because, my Lords, 
Ae act of parliament, to which I now particularly 
allude, renders almost impossible the crime hereto- 
fore so common, the forgery of seamen's wills and 
other instruments to obtain their pay. These checks 
were' devised and carried into effect by the Noble 
Lord; For these and other acts of regulation in the 
Navjr Pay Office, the Noble Lord demands the thanks 
of his country, and the unbounded gratitude of that, 
meritorious class of men, the seamen of our fleets. I 
believe, too, that Mr» Trottor was extremely useful 
in sugg^stin^ hints for these several designs, and that 
he gave Lord Melville material assistance in the detail 
of al! these different plans* 

My Lords, Mr. Trotter is a person who will be 
most frequently mentioned hereafter; his name has 
been much in the public mouth, greatly to the dis- 
cX)mfoFt and dissatisfaction, undoubtedly, of those who 
are nearly connected with him ; and as I shall have' 
cccasion to speak of those misdeeds of his, in the way . 
ifi" which my duty w^ill require me to do, I think it. 
nght here to state, that he is a person, who in early. 
Hfe ever conducted himself with the greatest possible 
}>ropriety ^ that, except in these transactions in the^ 
Navy Pay Office,'! know nothing, and I believe no' 
man knows any thing to his disadvantage. He was' 
employed by the treasurer who succeeded Lord Mel-. 
vtrie ; and up to the very moment of the Resolutions' 
of the House of Commons, he continued in the em- 
ploy of the last tieasurer. I have heard the defendant . 
hnnourafcly, generously, and manfully declare that' 
Mr. Tr6tter, no'twithstanding the cloud which hung* 
oVet him, was a meritorioas man, and one who ought 
to be trusted. My Lords, I do not know a person 
more beloved by his immediate relations, and those 
connected with him, than Mr. Trotter; and this is" 
one of the strongcbt testimonies in favour of any 
niran. 

My Lords, Mr. Trotter is a person who is to give 
y6ii most material information, upon the subject of 
thetransactions of the defendant ; whose transactions 
afe 'SO' intimately connected with his own. In conse-^ 
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qtiehce of that general miprcssion, your lordships con- 
curred, with the other branch of the legislature, in in- 
demnifying Mr. Trotter from all criminal prosecution 
for his owri misdeeds, that he might be rendered a^ 
witness, able to speak the truth upon this trial. And it* 
is a very fcyrtunate circumstance for Mr. Trotter, who^ 
is the only man capable of revealing these transactions, 
that every thing he will say to your lordships vi^iil be . 
confirmed by irrefragable testimpny, because it will'- 
be confirmed' by documents, which now exist y and 
in every one of the statements I have Heard him makp * 
h^ is bprne out by some corroborating witness of 
veracity, or some book which cannot impose upon 
you. These are circumstances most fortunate for 
justice ; fortunate for the prosecution ; fortunate for 
the country; and most fortunate for Mr. Trotter* 
himself. • 

My Lords; an act of parliament passed in 1^85 for 
better regulating the office of Treasurer of his Ma- 
jesty's Navy. We should have simply put in this act, 
and read it, and stated to your lordships the conduce 
of the defendant, without making a single comment* 
apon the act itself; but, my l^ords, to my utter ^ 
astonishment, I heard the noble defendant say,' and ! 
my ears still tingle with the sound, that he was -yet to * 
Jearu in what particular he had violated the spirit, or ' 
the letter of that act of parliament. Good God ! my' 
Lords, is not that act plain? If that act of parUa-* 
mcnt is not plain ; if he who runs cannot read that act, 
yoti may as well* burn and consume all' your statare 
books ; there is not one that will not admit of a double-: 
interpretation or a quibble. Magna Charta itself m^y^ 
be misconstrued ; the Habeas Corpus Act, the Att . 




\ras delivered ' in all the magnificence of Heaven, ]j. 
written on taWes of st-rme, '^ I.hou shak not steal,'* • 
might almost be explained away by counsel; ' I sa/ ' 
this act is plain. 

My* Lords, read the statute ^nd see what it says. ^ 
Is there any double interpretation to be put apou4t? 
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Can the learned counsel torture it ? Simple and un- 
learned as I am; I throw down the gauntlet and defy 
them \ they can put but one interpretation upon this 
statute, which is, that Lord Melville, from the time 
of the passing of that act, was bound to place the 
public money at the bank, and •no where else j that 
he could not withdraw it from the bank for one mo- • 
inent, except for naval services, without having bro- 
ken, not only the spirit, but the letter of his own^ct 
of parliament. My Lords, what did he do ? He suf- 
fered, he will tell you, and he told the House of • 
Commons (I heard him say it), he suffered his pay- 
master to do so. In that which he did by his pay* . 
master he did himself; he was bound to sec that he . 
employed no servant who did not act according to 
his public duty. 

^ Mr. Whitbrea^ then entered into an argument upon 
the construction of some parts of the act, but as all 
questions upon it are now disposed of by the unani- 
mous opinions of the judges,* it is not thought ne- 
cessary to state particularly the points Mr. Whitbread 
relied on. 

It is necessary, (continued the honourable Manager) i^ 
to state to your lordships that there are three branches 
in the payment of the navy services : the pay branch : 
the victualling branch : and the navy branch. It so 
happens that upon the navy and victualling branches 
assigiiments are always made by the respective boards 
for every farthing to be paid out to the individuals, 
who furnish materials for the navy, and soforth. . 
Upon the head of pay, assignments are made in part, 
but not upon the whole of it. 

My Lords, the assignments having, been so made,, 
it is the duty of the treasurer, under the form pre- ^ 
icribed by the act, to draw the money from the trea- 
sury, .which money is there paid into the bank, and , 
the treasurer is directed not to take it out, either by 
himself or by any other person, unless he has a navy 
service to which it is applicable. 

My Lords, 1 also heard the defendant, to my asto- 
nishment, say, that there wias a difference between the 
assigned and UQassigned balatices, as if he had, after 

♦ See page 1. 
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fclie )>fta6]0g the. act of parliameht^jlie perls:! 'conlroM 
pver s\^h assigned balances as vrerrufiddimed. Good 
Cod 1 Miy lords, if there ban assigned uhclatmed ba* 
]ar>ce, to the amount of ioo,ood/. which the treasurer 
ior his paymescer, by his experience, knows will not 
be edited for to. its fuU extenti is it not lihe most pre* 
posterous thing in the world to say, I will give you m 
draft in the'pfopcr form,' I Will talc the whole 
loo^oooA though: I know only iOydooI. i& wanted for 
the public lervice^ and 1 will put, the other 8o>ooo/v 
in my popket for purposes of my own, till people 
come with their bills } Your lordships will, pciiiaps, 
be surprised to hear, thaC the unclaimed assignmedts 
ordinarily amount to the sum'of 140,000/., so that the 
noble lord was giving to his paymaster (reckoning that 
a sum at 5 per cent.) 7000/. a year for the execution of 
an office for which the public alk)w only 500/. Bull 
say there is no difference between assigned and un*» 
assigned money ; they are both equally the property 
of the country till claimed* 

I presume your lordships would not say that a maa 
draws out money for a navy service^ if he draws out 
Jk>ooA to puriShase India sitcxrk,' in the name of Henry 
Dundas. I do noc suppose that if a pierson draws out 
SL million of money, and puts it into the hands of his 
private banker, when the assignments- do not amount 
to above a. fifth part of Ihat sum, your lordships 
would say chat was for navy service ; and yet such 
things have occurred. 

The honourable Manager then argued that the act 
.to indemnify the persons engaged in the advance of 
4,0^000/. to Boyd, Benfield, and Co. was a legislative 
declaration that thi cransactiorl was illegal. 

My Lords, (continued he) the defendant in an ex- 
amination taken upon oath before the Commissioners 
of Naval Enquiry, confesses (and takes some credit 
to himself for so doing) that circumstances induced 
him to give permission to his paymaster to draw the 
money from the bank. The question put by. the 
commissioners was ** Did you authorize the paymaster 
in or about the year 1786 to draw the money appli- 
cable to naval servicer from the bank, aad lodge it in 
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Ihvhan^iof E^rivat0.batikierr The an&wcr of Lord 
Mekillt if ^I canriot precis^y state the lime, but I 
-am certaili diat i diii -permit Mr. Trotter to 4odge any 
mdney, drawn from the bank for public services, in 
hia private banker's hands, during the period it was 
not demanded to tbe pmposes 6yr which k was 
drawn/* 

Now, any Lords, Mr. Trotter took large sums of 
tnoney firom the bank, and lodged them in the hands 
of private bankers, assigned or unassigned was matter 
nf no consideration with him. Navy, pay, or victu- 
allkig^ he took equally under each of those heads; 
He eqcuiUy paid them into Mr. Coutts's, and drew 
ihem out of Mr. Coutts*s, without the least regard to 
usv^ service at all. We can shew your lordships 
every m^xth, fisom the beginning of these transaction^ 
dnwn to the month in which he quitted the navy 
'pay office, to what « amount he did these things. He 
began with • iX),oop/. then went on to ao,ooo/. ; then 
in 1795 to 10 1, coo/. ; and at last it comes to so large a 
sum as 490,000/. I and, at the time that Lord Melville 
rwent out of office, the last balance that was struck 
amounted ta 29Cvdoo/. Did L<mx1 Melville make aq|^ 
enquiry what he'was dding with this? No, it never 
struck him once' that it was an improper thing in it- 
fcif td b^ done > and yet it was a matter ctf great im- 
portance that he should know what Mr. Trotter was 
ahaut^ because, not only hts own character, but his 
own fortune was at stake. My Lords, we charge, 
'and ahail proive, that^he money was exposed to great 
risk jof loss, by beii;^ not at Messrs* Coutt&'s but at 
Mr* Trcrttw's. own disposal; for though itwasnomi* 
nally at Messrs. Coutts*s, for the purpose of carrying^ 
-€>n the business' of the office, yet I ^all shew it was 
every where almost but at Messrs. Coutts*8 5 and I 
*can shew instances where great loss was riskedv Wi^ 
.x^harge, that not only there was a great risk of loss, but 
.that the ^money was withdrawn from- the controul of 
die Treasurer of the Navy. Whilst the money was 
in the Baak of England it was always under his con'- 
troul; the revocation of his power of attorney put it 
. under his controul immediately. If Mr, Trotter died. 



tfr absdaiNM) yr ^Hed> all 6it itMitj: m tlie JSttik o^ 
England^ or in the names of the sul>-»accdfiintant% 
Tested immediateiy in the Treasurer of the Nivy* 
fiot when Mr. Trotter had put it into the hands of hit 
private bankers, it was under his own conttotil afad 
that of n6body eke. They could noc possibly answer 
any drift for this money but that of Mr. Trotted. H* 
might have carried this motley where he pleased. 
JLerd M^lvtUe could not htre prevented his doii^ so^ 
and thendPore by giving this uniimtted confidence tb 
'Mr. Trotter, and b^ allowing him to da so, h^ exposed 
llhe public money. 

My Iiords, the public money was still fiu*tfaer tx^ 
fxbsed ; for that trust, wUcfa Lord Mehrillb delegatikl 
to Mr. Trotter, Mn Trotter delegated to pthersj whit 
«hew by blank drafts filled up fpr the mOney. 
. Mn Whitbread thdn entered into an atrffumeftt, tif 
^w that BO cctoveniente to the business of the offiw 
resulted from the money bdng drawn from the baidi 
and deposited at Messrs. Coutts*s. 

Your Lordships (continued he) wiH probably sup^ 
pose that great Iralances were in the hands o( Messrs. 
Goutts, to answer all these demands from the Trea- 
stirer of the Navy. No such <hing ; for yon will find, 
on comparison, that when 490,000// were out, he bad 
but i6,ooo/. at Messrs. Goutts's ;. and that at mnhf 
times when the bahmcea.^ere v^ry large in his handsy 
be had very small sums at Messrs* Coutts^aj and at 
other times: that his aatotmt was dvcr*.drawn ; there^ 
f^T9 it coutd be for no' otiier purpose buc to obtain 
private profit and emolument, and there we tmqoes^ 
tionabiy prove the stcondy thirds and ftmicth articles 
togetbar, namely, that he did this for t&e purpose of 
private emolument. And Lord Melville has indeed 
admitted to tlie Coramfissidners'of Naval Enquiry Aat 
he suffered Mr. Trotter to do this for the purpose ti 
private emolument* 

Now, my Lords> we come to the last diVisidn of this 
aocusatfon against the noble lord ; we ooihe to charge 
upon. Lord Melville^ that he did directly participate 
in the profits made by Mr. Trotter j we hete* specify 
the iBodey and we shall prove th^ items of those ac- 
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couhts ID which Lord Melville did so pakici|>ate m 
^hat pn^t. I 

There comes in the front of these articles a second 
sum of 10,000/. which the Jifth article charges Lord 
Melville took for his own use. 

That he took this. sum he confessed in the feae of 
the whole House of Commons. Let him shew 01 
your lordships, if he can, for what purpose this was 
^piied> and, if he cannot shew it to your lordshipi, 
Ijsay, for jbis very concealment of it, yon must.cofi<^ 
.vict him $ even supposing he applied it to no private 
purpose. If he conceals the public purpose for which 
he: applied it, he is an unfaidifiil and untrue serrant 
oi the public^ of whom an exsimple ought to be 

Mr. Whitbread then stated thaft various- . accounts 
had existed between Lord Melville and Mr. *Tx<Jtter, 
and relied upon the release which had been executed, 
as affording evidence that those accounts had been 
destroyed to conceal their criminal conticnts^ He 
then proceeded — 

. Ther« are three distinct modes, in which we charge 
Lord Melville to. have participated in the .public 
money. He participated first by a transaction on which 
no. interest was charged from Mr. Trotter to him. 
He^ participated secondly, in a transaction in which 
interest was charged by Mr. Trotter to him. H« 
participaled in a third transaction where no interest 
was charged by Mr. Trotter to him : they stand in 
the artictes in that order, but, for the purpose of jesc^ 
plaining the transactions to your Lordships more per«» 
spicuously,' I beg to alter, but not to invert the order 
of them ; and to take the middle charge first and then 
ibe other two together. 

" By the eigitk article it is charged that Lord Mel- 
Vilte obtained and ^received of Mr. Trotjter a sum of 
t22,ooo/,, or some other large sum a( money advanced 
to him by Mr. Trotter, and for which it has been al- 
Jedged by Lord Melville that he was to pay interest. 
tAnd we further charge a destruction . of papers to 
ronceal this account also. 
*. Mr. Whitbread then stated the circumstance of the 
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purchase of 13,1^00/. East India stock, the pmrticular» 
of which are detailed in Mr. Trottcr*s evidence. And 
he insisted that from the circumstances Lord NJelvilli. 
must hxve known the loan was a loan of public 
money. 

He then stated that Mr. Trotter kept twa accounts 
with Lord Melville, the one entitled the Account Cur- 
rent, consisting of receipts and payments of a private 
nature ; and the other entitled the Chest Account, 
consistihg of advances made to Lord Melville out 
of the public money. r 

He then proceeded— -Your Lordships recollect that 
in the year 1797 a loan was obtained from the public 
by the subscri[tti6n of a vast number of eminent indi- 
vidual^, as well as respectable private persons, and" 
respectable merchants, called the Loyallty Loan, tor 
which I heard Lord Melville say, it was generally un* 
derstood that all persons-in high situations of govern*' 
ment would subscribe, and he put down his name for 
io,ooo/p This 10,000/. he candidly acknowledged 
was not in his possession, he therefore A^as to obtain 
it from friends. Some persons have suspected these 
payments were made from Scotland, but not a shrl-.' 
Kng of them came from that quarter: every payment 
was made by Mr. Trotter^ but of the pubtic money. 

Mr. Trotter first of all carried this io,tX)o/; to the 
a3Ccount-<:urrent, and afterwards transferred it to the 
chest-account. He contended that Ldrd Mclyillc 
knew the chest-account contained advances of public 
money, and that he authorized this transfer. ' 

Mr. Whitbread then -stated the circumstances from* 
Trottef to be such that the advances he madeitoLord 
Melville 'Could not be made out of his private for- 
tune. That in 1787 he advanced *to Lord' Melville 
on bond the sum of 4,000/., ?far which it appeared no* 
interest was {iaid, and therefore the advance muse 
have beeaktKiwn by Lord ' Melville to have been out 
of public money. He stated that Mr. Trotter was itv 
tibe oooM^nt coceipt of his iordsKipi's salary, which 
was Of iginaUy kept in a sepaiate account; diat there 
was another separate account kept for the Melville 
C^H^i bitt it being aft^r^arcis foun4 inconvenient ta 
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keep so many ^ccoimts^ they all resdved theinselvet 
into two, viz« the Account Current and the Cl^st 
Account 

Mr. Whitbread prQceeded~-I would noe consume 
your Lordships time in minute detail, but perhaps it 
may b$ as weU to %zy that large sums were paid 
through the account-current to particular indtvidualk.' 
Messrs. Mansfield^ Ramsay, and Co. received to the 
amount Qf 5;O0o/., which was sent through MnRo*r- 
bert Trotter to Edinburgh, with which 5009/. a he» j 

ritable bond on landed security was redeemed, by 
which means Lord Melville get rid of Ac payment 
of 5/. per cent, upon so much, having obtained that 
loan without interest, for no interest was charged iri 
the apcount-current or the chest-account. Another 
aum, which it is not material to specify, was paid 
through Mr, Robert Trotter to Sir William Forbes, by 
which LiOrd Melville also redeemed securities at in« 
terest. He also relie4 00 the circumstances of thft 
purchase of 2000/. East India stock, a'hd 'lOooL m the 
3 per cent. Reduced, for the benefit ot Lord Mel<^ 
ville, as shewing that the public money was taid c^t 
for his benefit. 

• He thf n stated, that in May, 1800, Mr. Tnotter 
told Lord Melvflle, when he was going out of office, 
that it was necessary his balances should be made 
good, and he laid before him an accurate statement V 
in writing of what his lordship was to make up. 

He then stated that, including the money due for 
the East India stock, the loyalty loan, the balance of 
the account^current, and the balance of the chest^ ac- 
count, the whole of Lord Melville's debt, in May> 
1800, amounted to about 70,000/. which was dii* 
charged by borr^ing 13,000/. of Mes^s. Coutts, 
upon the security of his Cordship, and his son Mfv 
Robert Dundas; and by t)orrowing a further sutti 
of Mr. Mark Sprott upon the security of ' Lord Mel^ 
Yille's stock. ■ ' ' ' 

Mr. Whitbread then uttered a find panegyijc up^M^ 
Lard Sr, Vijicent, who bad been the occasion of %)\w • 
act for appointin^f Commissioners of Naval Enquiry, 

md highly commended the conduct of. thost^ooMnis* 
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Vioners, wlbohaci li\4 the fminHatton of (bit pirafeoi^ 
«fjon. He disclaimed all intention of imputiiig to 
Lord Melville the sordid passion of avarice* He ad- 
jnitted. th>at his lordship was of a frank and generous 
•spirit in money matters, but argued that, alth&ugfa 
he might not be desirous of acquiring wealth, he 
«iight have the desire of being sapplitd with ihdnejr 
io gratify his love of hospitality and thnst for power* ^ 

Mr. Whibread then concluded and die court ad^ 
joiarned to the fb}k)wiiig day. ? 

The next four days wete occupied in prbvinr some 
of the formal p^t$ of the case, and in the examinaii^^n 
of various oersons from the Exchequer, the Treasury, 
the Bank ot England, the -Navy ftiy •office, the Bank^ 
ing Houses of Messrs DrumnK^id, Messrs. Moffatt 
ac^ Co. and Messrs. Smith, Pjiyne, and Smith, thf 
substance of whose evidence was as follows. 

Previous to the act 45 Geo. 3. c. 3 1 (for regulating 
the office ofTreasurerot the Navy) it was'the practice 
for the Paymasler of the Navy to attend- at the £x^ 
chequer, and receive in cash so much of the money 
directed to be issued to the treasurer, as he thought 
iit so to receive, and to reoeive the rest l^ a eredit 
on- the Bank of England. From the time of Lord 
Melville's appoincmenc in 1782^ until December 1785^ 
during so long as his lordship waf Treasurer, the late 
Andrew Douglas acted as his Paymaster, and attended 
at the Exchequer for this purpose. He aiso drew all 
the money from the bank which was isbued for Navf 
services* Thpee several issues wecr made froan tbt 
Exchequer to Mr. Douglas on the 6th November, tb< 
stid^f November and the 1 9th Decept^er, 178a, cf 
several sums amounting together to upwards <tf 
288,000/r, out df which X i,ooD/l vrii received in cash^ 
and fh6 rest by credit oo thd Bankv One of liie basik 
iiotos> for toQOl.i received at the Encbetjiier at ths 
6th November 1782, was paid a week afterwards into 
the banking house of Mesos^'Dramnbtids (bat it did 
not appear by wbote) 'to l^ * credit o^ Loird MeU 
viUe's private accousic, stfid one o£ the ricMs received 
«Lt the Exchequer on the 2%d November ij^A wte 
paid a forUiight afterwards to Messrs. Mofiatt and Co. 
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4fidcef«, to !talce u{»,a bill drawikr^ Mh Newbig^hi 
itpon Lord Melville. Several sums were paid by Mr. 
Xiouglas , to' Lord Melvilk's private account with 
Messrs.^ Drumi&ond$, during the ycaw .178^, ^783* 
J784 and. 1785. ^4c«s^5. DrumniQnd gave notice to 
liord McWillc that his account was overdrawn an the 
^jd June 17&J, to the atnounc of 2,9i5o/* and upward^. 
The sums which were paid in to the credit of this ac^ 
'Count nexf. after that notice were. the sum c£ a,cooi. 
paid in on the 4th day of October I785* being a bi^ 
ftmitted from Scotland , and the $um of 55600/* paid 
iaon the zgih day of I>eceinber 17859 being another rer 
pittance from Scotland. Differences were proved to 
exist between tbe official balances of the.Treilsurer.c^ 
)hc Navy, and the .ha^nce$ of the bank^ at sqv^al 
fkeripds between , the date of Xord Melville's jirst ap* 
pointmcnts, and the month of December X785» andi^ 
^at.tnonth tl^e difference waa io,6oq/. In Decem- 
ber. 1785 Mn- Douglas died, and. his e;xecutor paid 
toXord Mdviile iipwards of 4»ooo/., the balapfe of 
exchequer; fees ithen: in his haoda* 
: Mt» Whitbread (one of. the, managers) then offered 
himself as a witnessi. and proved that on the iich^ 
5uBt 1805, he heard. Lord. Melville declare in the 
JJouaetof Commbm^ Jbat, during the pay mastership 
of Mr. .Douglas, he possessed himself of public money 
fx))lthe anumntrof iOjOOQ7<:<>r tbeDeahouts^ and that lie 
Itouidi^otFeff/'eal tbejapplicatu>n of;it, being impelled 
ipjr.motiyes;>sffwbHeduty, private honor, and personnJ 
eonTeeieinie,;.*© Qonceal.it;. 4nd that-hc accompianied 
ibS$ .-admissioi^ with a declaration,, that he had no( 
tonvertod.any paitt)f this sum to bis own profit oif 
emolument;- v -. 

, . The examinakim o^ Lord Melville taken before lie 
Commisaionera of Nayal Enquiry in November 48041 
and two letters from his lordship to the coipmi^ipners^ 
wefe.read/ w ^ . . 

: The ^ii^th and » seventh, daya W5cre princk)^Hy occu-t 
pied with the ,exteu«atk»s^ iirat ;of Mr. Whitbreadii 
and afterwards of Mr« "f i^tti^r^ bpth of whicb^ are giv^ 
at fcagth* 
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M". ff^ihrgsd, (m of tie Aidmt^^nf^r the 
rose and saidr^l again offer myself as a witness to your 
lordships, atid I swear, that on the t ith of June iSoj; 
I heard Lord Melville declare, with reference to an^ 
other sum of 10,000/. than that respecting vhich [ 
deposed on the other day« that he ^id, at a suhse-^ 
quent time to the time at which he poacessed iumsdf 
of the. first 10,000/., possess himself of another siini^ 
nearly to a similar amount ; and 1 understood, in stib^ 
stance, that Lord Melville said, thai he would fioC 
reveal the application of that mqney, any LMnre than 
the first iO,ooe/., and from the same motive. Tiu( 
was said in the presence of hundreds of persons ; and 
I propose, on a future day, to call another witness to 
tl^ testimony wlfjich I have givea. 

It is presumed the honourable Manager, aipoo tin^ 
subject any more thaa the .'otber^^ did not, at the time* 
lake any note or minutse.in writing of what passed?—^ 
I certainly at that time took a note of the sQ*b$£aiw 
of all that Lord ^ Melville :said, but zK3t of the exact 
words. . • 

; The spe^h of l«Qrd Mdville in the hxuise took x^ 
^considerable tima?-:-Yes, upwards of two faoeor^ i 
dare -say^ . ; 

• Could you undertake to rcpeatby-faaart a/ny ftassaget 
thftt made favourably for Lord^Melyille^ as vweli as thostf 
that yQu have now given to the court i-^l have to^. 
peated by heart certain wordsi^ which X have:iwors[ 
*bat Lord Melville spoke ; any otbc^ particwlar words 
of his speech I am Jioc quite sure thaci could xepeat^ 
I am now only iswearing to the substance of what 
Lord Melville said. 

Can you repeat the substance of any other pait 
of Lord ' Melville's speech which was favourable ta 
Lord Melville ?««rlf the learned counsel will point mfi 
attention to ^ny particular passage of that speech, [ 
will tell him whether* I can repeat the s^bstaxice of 
it or hot. 

Did the noble lord, in the course of his speech with* 
inspect to the sum in Question, negative the apjjirof 



f^i^xmt of thjit mm* Kbe sime ^ of iiie olher^ la hi§ 
^wij privece use ? — I understood him to do it ex* 
JHKly in that way ^s with, it^j^rd to the other sum of 
jOiOpp/. • . 

Do 3WU recollect tbat |he noble lord at the nsam 
iime, in the mo^t poskitre 9jnd explicit manoer^ cUd de* 
preca|:e a^y appropriMioci of these suvoa to his own 
private use» or Mr. Trotter's ? — ^I do imt think that he 
did, in precise and explicit terms, negative that fact* - 

C^n you, by referring to the 5pte$ you took at that 
tinae» be a^ie to speiik whh neKHre positiveoess and 
precision upon that part of the siibjcctpr— I do not 
thbk I cQnid speak with niore poMivieoeia and cer* 
«waty, 

VVas no note tak^ i»poa that subject ? — Yes ; bofi 
when expressions are equivocal, it is difficult by any 
note exactly to give the precise meaning the wwds 
«re tnemit to convey. 

W list. was that equivocal expnession that was used 
upon that occMion i — I do. not reoipllect the precise 
vords^ but without recollecting the precise words, o»o 
Hiay hafve a reoolledion that thesiewas an equivocal 
sense pervading several sentences. 

EndeayQur to recoUect the substance of what was 
said in d)at.part of the noble lord's speech that nuide 
that impression? — The impression intended to b^ 
conveyed by that part of the noble loid^s speech to 
which I presume the l^roed counsel means to refer ;; 
die impression intended to have been conveyed^ I ap-i 
prehcnd to have been, that he had not directed Mr^ 
Trotter to make «Be of ai^ public money for his pri- 
rate advantage. With regard to the permissbtv 
which he had given to.Mr/Trottei:, I think the wsoi^fr 
were pretty precisely that he had given Mr* Trocieti 
S9ch permission. 

. Permission to do what? — To piace the public^ 
money ait other pkces than the bank, and also ta 
make use of a part of it for his owa advantage. » 

H is begged to repeat the question*, whether the 
noble lord did not, in the most explicit and positive^ 
irrms^ deny that he had either given any permission 
w had any knowledge of the pubiic mon«j btigigt 
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ImI «M to aiijr |nii1^«f ^ iml^ 
fit, citlier for himself or Mr. 1 rotter ? — ( wisl) tti5 
feanied ootimo) io mterpret wi«t be meMs by ' lai4 
put :' I umfersteod (he nobk lor^ iQ say, ^r at lewt 
implied from tt> that he had p^qiitted Mr* Trptt^ 
to place the ptfhlic mooejr «t QtW places b^4ea 
tiie hanky far hk own private pt|rp<3^i with iv« 
gard to oAtr pbccs^ that he did not do wy such 
thing. 
^ Whether the hoaourable manager does not di^nctl/ 

wcoUect that the avenjfient of the noble def^dant upon 
riiat subject, of placing it» wai, that he had givra n^ 
ether pernmaoir hut to remove the mooey fromtho 
luink to a private haok» for the eonveqience of appro^ 
priating it to the public service ?«<-*Certainly one o£ 
the reaaoha ^m by the noble lord wp9, that he had 
alloizred ^ noaeyto be removed to a private banker's^ 
for official convenience, but it did not appear to me 
that that was the only reason 

Then, having gaid one of the reasons a$3igncd hf 
the noble lord was, that it nnght be there for the pixb*^ 
Jic eonvenienee^ did he give any other reason besides ? 
-9- Yes, I understood tor the emolament of Mu 
Trotter ; aqd the noble ku*d described the nxanner 
In which he thought that emoliinient had accrued^ 
namely, by tnttncit paid by Mr. Coutts to Mr. Trotter 
for lodging thai: money. 

Be so good as refresh your memory upim the sub* 
ject, and s^ whether the sole reason given by the 
noble defendant waa not» that the sole object of rck 
moving it from die bank waa for public convenience^ 
hut at the same time did suapect or believe that an 
advantage had ^ccrui^ to Mr. Trotter from that act» . 
which w» not done for his advantage, but for puhho 
eonveaience f-^ That was not the way in which I DO'* 
d^rstood k akegether* 

Whether you h^re refreshed your memory since y^u: 
heard the spdech, by a reference to what was stated oit 
Saturday as intended to be read in evidence, the sub- 
stance of the speech deli vered ^— ^I have not looked at 
the pamphlet m questsoil since I have been otherwise- 
ll^st iaboriopal^ oocufoed. / 



'ft 

'^'Wbetlier iHit nobia ieftndalit did ti&trin' Ascpnesat 
tfTfns^ say, that he did solemnly assert; before thw 
hMtst, that he never kttevir that Mr. Tlrdttcrhad dmwnl 
iny nnmey for the purposes of J)r^ivate . emoliiiictit,^ 
in manifest evasion of the act ?— -I am speaking to thet- 
speeeh; and «6t tb the pamphlet ; the pamphlet, wlf ioi»* 
I have rfead more than once, does not in. every part'<)$ 
it exactly correspond wkk the speech a$. delivered by- 
the noble defendant in the House of Commons, to the 
kest of my reco>lecli<»i aftd belief. WHetker those pre- 
cise words were uttet^ in the House of €ommons> it 
h impossible for me to say.; but whether tbey were or 
fiol^ th^' (Context of alt he said was, fo inake the im* 
jfressii>n upon my mind which I have had ihe hoaoiir 
of stating to the courr. 

It is begged to hat« a precise answer,'.w|iether those 
words, or to that effect and substance^ were used hy 
tiie noble defendant t i wii} repeat tbeoD kgain, *' I 
•* never knew that Mr- Trotter had dtaWa any money 
^ for private emohfmetit in manifest evaaon of the 
^ act"? — I can give no otiier answer thani faeve faseee^ 
tafore done, and i hopothat is pea-fectly/satisfactory txx 
the court that I am not speaking to the worAs c^.chal 
Jiamphlet, but to the words of tbe speech, witjioutine* 
coJIccting precise parts of 'it^ * . ; 

• The word ^pamphlet'. has not; bensMiade use of^^ 
but it is asked, whether in substance -the' noble defea*> 
dani did not imply to the effect I am atating ? — i do 
Hot recoHect the precise words, nor do I think that 
the very substance of those .words was uttered in aay 
precise form by the noble lord. 

. Whether you mean uot only to negative die prcn 
i^ise expres^iou that has been stated^ but to negative 
also the substance 2' — i do not mean to 'negative the 
V^bfitance altogether of Lxurd Melville- -having critic 
cised upon what the words * manifest cvstsian' meant ^ 
l^e ^substance of the speeeh was whatillmve given to 
your loidships^ the words themselvjss I do not ren 
foJlect, . 

* I am no t^ answered yet ; I wished to kne>w; whether^ 
m wopda andm substaace, aad also to the efiect.of what 
^'^s stated just now, was or was not r^e us? of byi 
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ieMble4^lll?«-^l^'te thatpraciseeitct; toams^ 

feet very oesrlyrtitDikin * 

' Sti^ wfafttwas'thetirenntnt upon that ttib^ct, as 
near as you can recoHect2*-^The aireitnent tipon diaMt 
wb}ect I took to be to inip<»rt» that he had » not al^ 
iowed JMr. Trotter lo da that to A» eodentidiicli it 
had been done. .. > 

. is it to.iie unAerstood^ tiiac yotsritcollectioii is, tiiat 
he allowed it toimsy extent ?—Undoiib<ed}y^ ;i 

Do you mean ^t be allowcxi it in an^. other rt* 
spect than as a benefit might arise to him from' ddpo* 
siting k /for. tfaercenvefiienee of the pabiic'sefirice at 
another bank ?*<*-Tke noble lord had first o^ aU •con<* 
tended, thai the act was not evaded; and tbeveibre 
there, comes a ouestion» what was' the Nation tif tim 
act; not a manifest evasion of the* act; according to 
the constrnelion of the noble lord ; but according to 
the construction I put upon it« it was in manifest eira^ 
abn of f he atf • 

Whether the jaoble lord admitted that he had evdir 
Mrnlittcd Mr. Trotter to derire. any private benefit 
nom ^e pitUtc money, except the beiteftt arising frOtn 
a deposit n»de A a fmvase banker *s^ for the puf^ose oi 
official convenience i^-^l understood ' Lord Meiviile t0 
say for Mr: Trotter's convenieacealsow , ' 

. Whether, t^HKi tecolleoting yourself upon this sub^ 
ject, you mean to state, that the noble dbelendaiit ad^^ 
fliitted that ;he. knew m^ permitted any emolument to 
]be derived to>Mr. Trotter from the public moiter; 
save and except what resulted from its deposit at a prf^ 
vate banker's tor offidad convenience ?— The noble dei 
fendantstated» ^t he had allowed the money to be 
ptaced at a private banket 's: for official convenience ; 
and when there, he hid allowed or permitted, or not 
prevented Mr. Trotter froai making a private emolu^ 
ment from it: and that emolument arising from th& 
interest he was tamake^fit from Mr. Coutts's. 
: Whether the noble defendant admitted ;hrs icon- 
sent or knowledge of any other' benefit to Mr. 
Trotter from it ?r-*The noble lord never said he bad' 
restricted Afr.' Tjotter from making advantage in any 
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wayy W thr best of my rtedteitbn afid bdfef ^ md^hft 
then stated that he had made it m that Way^ 

The quenbn is not, whether he restri^tnsd hioii but 
whether he said he kitdw <i£ hi& having atiy other ad*- 
Vantage^ excepting the advantage bsme stated ^'HHto 
did not say he even knew ity but t>ai;^ so^lpo^d h ; hi 
did nqt admit that he knew of any othi»« 

WhedfYef h^ did not also state^ in ftr satDe spevlch, 
that he neir^ knew that Mr. Trotter httl iitvess^* ai^;^ 
money on nohequer or navy faaUs?"^! believt he 
said S04 

. That ke never knew be had poi any nutotf upM 
seeority af stock ?-**^I believe ho sslid^e. 

That hd never knew he had employed aity nKNsey 
in dtseount of private bills F-^I believe ha said^se. 

Tbat be never knew he bad employed any maAay 
in the purchase of btak os India stoek ?-^i beHeve IM 
saidsOi. 

Whether you recollect at tbe same tfcnc, th* noUt 
defeiidaat declaring^ that he b^ 9ot tliw sitiallest 
knowtedge or belief thaH Mr. Trotter eVer di«i laf 
cmt for nis use or any bradfit in any sinch mcKtesi 
any sum; of public money wbatcverf -^Wcase to fted 
the passage over again> and leU me t*Qr whom that 
iis refers, jiyhethcr txy Mr. Trotter or. tord Mclviife: 

- ^m'iiion r^ated.^**4, do not think mt precisely d^ it 
itf put in those worda*^ 

What vvas the averment upon that suh^dct ?— Prte^tf y 
nearly amounting to prcciskki', but iliot afltogetbe^ ( 
tbe impression made upon my mind w^s> that the' de*^ 
nial was not positive ami preciiBe* 

Can }^u with any distinctness retollecl the snb> 
stance of the expressions used ? —I cannot recollect 
further than I have stated; I cannot discriminate 
more nicely ; I wi^ I ccMkA^ ht the beildfir of the 
learoed counsel^ as it would save kim troitbkrv 

Is there any part of this expression wt^ith you 
think was not used ; I will read it again \ — It is not 
the expression) it is the general impre^ion of the 
^«ie words in another order; the ilisertion or the 
ofnission of ont$ word will make all tho dtfierc&ce W 
tfre construction of the passage^ 
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Have you the notes vftkh yoa,- which ymi took at 
ifhe time?— I have not; they were notes I dien took 
being then in the Hoose of Commons, and endeavour- 
ing to prepare myself to answer the^speech of the nobfe 
lord ; they were- notes of that sort^ that if I were to re- 
fiMT to them now,' I; do rK)t know that I should be abte 
to understand them, and whether they are in existence 
or not, I cannot say. 

This passage, which is favourable to Lord Melville; 
you hare ho distinct recollection of the terms made 
use of? — The only precise words I have any distinct 
recoHcction of, I hare sworn to ; I have no recoMectioii 
of those words slated by the learned Counsel to die 
Court, whether favonrable or unfavourable. 

Examined by tlie Lords. 

^uestimfroma Lord.^^When Lord Mtlville staled^ 
that he would not reveal the application of a sanurf 
xoyCOcA or thereabouts, did he state co the iKHise his 
reason for declining so to reveal ic ? — ^In in£QtiOBiii$ 
of the first lo^ooo/., or whether Ive coupled the two 
together, I am not qaite sure; but the words he usei 
3^ the motives he said that prevented^^im from vc^ 
vealing the- application of that money, wer« motrvcft 
of public duty, of private honour and personal convc* 
nience ; I understood him to apply chose words to 
both sum«. 

Then ALEXANDER TROTTER, Esquire, was 
examined as follows : 

Were you ever, in the Navy Paj' Office ? — ^I was.. 

When did you first enter the Navy Pay Office r— p- 
•I Relieve in the latter end of the year 1776. 
- What was^ your salary when you were &r«t apt- 
pointed? — I went into the Pay Onige a junior derk^ 
1 befieve upon a salary of 50/. a year. 

How long did you continue in the Navy Pay Of- 
jice?— I continued 1 believe till the year 1784 as a 
clerk. • 

"Was your salary enereascd from your first entering 
Jthe office up to the day of your quitting the Navy Pay 
'Oftce ?*-*!- appr^hegd it may ha^bepOj^ bot noMoa-^ 
terially^ I do not recollect,^ , .. • ^ 
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W^^it ifeuMed F— I do not thmk it wps. . 

tJow Jonjj: did 70U remain eut of the Navy Pajp 
tM5<:e ? — A|y recollection does not scfve me to state 
ffcat precisely^. biK I believe nearly a twetvemontK. 

What cf&Ce did you hold whea you were replaced 
kt the Navy Office? — I was appointed Paymaster 
WbdeK the Treasurer of the Navy» 

Wbo appointed you Paymaster ? — My Lord Mel- 

Upon whose recommendation if you know it ?— -. 
I am ac a loss to ascertain that precisely ; but my re^ 
Jafcion Mr. Coutts had applied to Mr. Pitt, and I be^ 
£eye ^r. Pht had made interest with my Lord Mel^ 
vilte, to appoint me to that situation ; I do not kxioxjr 
l^bether that was the only interest employed or not. 

When you were -appointed Paymaster, what was 
joor salary H —50c/* a year, with some deductions of 



As Paymaster of the Navy, did you receive the ba- 
iance of public money which was due from your pre* 
decessorJ- — ^Tbe bank books were delivered to me> 
1 believe by Lord Melville, and I was told that the 
public balance was at that time in the bank, except-^ 
log the sums that were in the hands of the Sub-ac- 
coontants, and a sum which his Lordship mentioned 
to me. . 

Do you recollect what that sum was which Lord 
Melville mchiioned co you r-:*-I had stated it upon the 
best of my recollection upon a former occasion to be 
io,oco/., but have been induced froni many things 
I have. seen since, to believe it was 10,600/. ^ i,6oo/. 
a balance due from his first treasurership, and 9C00A 
a balance due on the first part of the second treasurer* 

.ship. . . 

Did you examine the public cash at the time yoii 
Vecame paymaster r — No further than by observing by 
.the bpoks that the b^ilanoe was in the bank. 

where was that io,oco/. which you have thus di* 
vided into two 5uros?^-^My Lord Melville told me 
that be should account for it* 

. Did he tell ypu in whose possession it was ?— *Hc 
did not. . . : . 
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Whether you received the bal&nce of exchequer 
fees? — I did. 

What is the distinction between e)cchequer fee 
money and the public money deposited at the bank ?; 
—•Exchequer fee money is imprested into thjg hands of 
the Treasurer of the Nary, who allows the Paymaster 
to have entirely the man^ement of it, for the pur- 
pose of paying fees at the Exchequer, and some other 
contingencies. . . • 

Is the exchequer fee money imprested to the Trea- 
surer of the Navy in the same manner as * the other 
public money? — It is the only instance in which it 
differs. 

In what manner does it differ ? — The treasurer, or 

rather the paymaster, having the sole management of 

' that business, applies to the Treasury for 3000/. at a* 

time as he finds his funds are nearly exhausjed or re«» 

duced under the sum of 3000/. 

Does that application to the treasury originate withr 
the treasurer himself? — It is put rn execution by the 
treasurer ; it may perhaps originate with the treasurer; 
because .he signs all documents for the treasurer of 
the navy. 

Does the paymaster transact every part of the dufy* 
of the treasurer by virtue of the power of attorney 
made to him ? — ^All the public duties of the office, as 
far as I recollect, except that of appointing the clerks; 

Does the Treasurer of the Navy do any public du- 
ties of the office, or interfere in drafts for cash after 
the appointment of his paymaster ?— I do not recol- 
lect any instance of his having drawn drafts during 
the time I acted as his paymaster. 

Where was the public money, exclusive of the ex- 
chequer fee money, when you took upon you that 
appointment ? — It was in the hands of Mr. Archibald 
Douglas, Mr. Douglas's son* 

^ It is meant exclusive of the exchequer fee money, 
where was thet public money? — Part of it was in the 
Bank of England, and part in the Sub-accountant* of 
the. Treasurer of the Navy's hands. 

Do you. mean exclusive always of the io,6co/. 
which Lord Melville bad told you he should account 
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for ? — ^I mean so ; having mentioned that sum, I did 
not think it necessary to repeat it. 

Did the public money continue in the Bank of Eng- 
land ; I mean to put this questic^n exclusive of exche- 
quer fee money. Did all the public money continue 
in the Bank of England all the -time you were pay- 
master, excepting the money that was in the hands 
of Sub-accountants ? — Of the money which I had 
taken under my management there were many ex-' 
ceptions. 

What do you mean by the money which you had 
taken under your managferftent, and where was that 
money ? — I mean, in consequence of my having made^ 
an application to Lord Melville for liberty to draw part 
of those balances from the bank, and to place them in 
the hand of a private banker, for the convenience of 
official transactions. 

Who was that private banker ? — Coutts and Co. in 
the Strand. 

Did you draw all your drafts from the bank in the 
forms prescribed by the act of parliament ? — To the 
best of my knowledge and remembrance I did. 

Whether you meant to pay them immediately to 
the Sub-accountants, or to place them in the house 
of Messrs. Coutts, was the same form always used in 
both those cases ; did you always draw according to 
the terms of the act ? — I always drew, to the best of 
my remembrance and belief, in the same form. 

Did you ever draw a draft upon the bank of Eng- 
land, specifying pay branch, and deposit the Money 
arising from that draft in the house of Coutts ?— Cer- 
tainly, 

And the same in the navy branch?— -Undoubtedly. 

* And the same in the victualling branch ? — I did. 

; Had you at any time any of the money so drawn 

under the terms of the act, which you took under 

your own management in the hands of other persons, 

besides those of Messrs. Coutts ? — I had. 

Had you ever with Mr. Sprott ? — I had. 

With Mr. Montague Lind ? — Mr. Lind, as a friend,' 
used to assist me in negociating business j but I do 
not recollect the having lent him any money. 
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• "Had yoii ever any in the hands of any house of ere-* 
dit and repute at Edinburgh ? — I bad. 

Had you ever government security, such as navy, 
victualling, and transport bills, purchased with such 
money ? — I had. 

And Exchequer bill^ ? — Yes, I had. 

Did you ever discount the bills pf any private indi- 
viduals with that money? — I do not recollect the having 
transacted such business myself, but my friend Mr. 
A Lind, and others whom I have employed, undoubtedly 
have. 

Did you employ persons to discount the bills of 
private individuals, of good repute, with that money, 
through the medium of friends or agents ? — I have. 

Were you ever absent from the Navy Pay-office 
with permission of your principal? — I have been. 

To whom, during those absences, did you confide 
the management of public money, both at Mr. Coutts's, 
in the hands you have stated, ^nd at the Bank ? — To 
Mr. Thomas Wilson. 
^ ' In what way did Mr. Thomas Wilson draw, or in 

what way was he authorized to draw, on your ac-' 
count ? — As I did not wish to propose to my Lord 
Melville to authorize any other person than myself to 
draw from the Bank, I found it necessary, in case of 
illness, or occasional absence from the office, when 
sudden demands were made upon the accountants /or 
payment of money, to leave in Mr. Wilson's hands 
drafts signed by my self. 

Were those drafts left in blank with regard to the 
• sum ?— -That was necessary. 

Were those blank checks so given to Mr. Wilson, 
both upon the house of Courts, and also upon ih$ 
Bank ? — No, only upon the Bank. 

Was the power of drav/ing unlimited ? — ^It was, I 
did not mean to deny that Mr. Wilson had also liberty 
to draw upon Mr. Coutts, but it was not under the 
same formj-. 

Had Mr. Wilson also power to draw on Messrs. 
Coutts? — He had. 

In what form ? — I do not recollect that I gave him 

D 2 
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any written authority, though I suppose I must, as 
Coutts's house is so correct. I must have given then> 
a written authority to answer demands he might make 
upon my account. 

Had Messrs. Coutts unlimited authority to answer 
the drafts of Mr. Wilson on your account? — They 
had. 

Had Mr. Wilson instruction from you, during your 
absence, to employ public money for your advantage 
in the same way in which you employed it while you 
were present ? — He had my verbal instructions. 

Did he act upon those instructions ? — He did. 

Did you actually make profit of the public money 
so placed in various hands, in the manner you have 
now stated ? — I did. I never meant to conceal it. 

Through whose hands, or whom did you first em- 
ploy to make profit of the public money for you ?— 
That I do not distinctly recollect. 

Was Mr. Jellicoe a persbn so employed by you ? — 
He was. 

. Did you ever act as a private agent to Lord Mel- 
ville ? — I have always endeavoured to be of what ser- 
vice I could to his lordship, in the transaction of his 
private business, but without any formal appointment 
as an agent. 

When did the first transaction of agency from you 
on the part of Lord Melville, though not by any ap- 
pointment from his lordship,, take place ? — It is im- 
possible for me to recollect, as I do not recollect the 
instance. 

Did it take place before your appointment of Pay- 
master of the Navy } — It did not. 
• When you were first in the navy pay office in the 
character of a clerk, at a salary of 50' /. a year, were 
you in any way known to Lord Melville in that of- 
fice ? — I had the honour of being introduced to his 
lordship. 

Do you recollect in what year, and about what time 
you were so introduced to Lord Melville ?— rl think 
about the yc^r 1782. 

What was your salary in the office at that time ? — 
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I have not stated it to be not more than lOo/. I do 
not know whether it had varied from the first salary I 
had when I went into the office. 

Did you, after you became paymaster, receive the 
salary of Lord Melville, as Treasurer of the Navy ?— 
I did by virtue of a general power of attorney. 

Did you receive Lord Melville's salary as his private 
agent, when Lord Melville held other appointments 
under government ? — I received no other regular salary 
of Lord Melville's into my hands. 

Did you receive his salary as President of the Board 
of Controul, for instance ?— I did not. 

As Keeper of the Privy Seal of Scotland ?~I did njt. 

As Keeper of the Signet? — I did not. 

Did you receive the income of Lord Melville's pri- • 
vate estates in Scotland ? — I did not receive them re- 
gularly; remittances have been made to me from 
Scotland, but I did not know from what sources they 
■came. 

Were you agent to receive reguhrly the income 
from Lord Melville's estates in Scotland ? — [ was not. 

Did you regularly receive the income of any estates 
which Lord Melville might have in England ?-^I do 
not recollect that I did. 

Did you receive the dividends from any public 
stock belonging to Lord Melville? — I did receive such 
•dividends. 

Did you keep any account between yourself and 
Lord Melville, as debtor and creditor?— I- did. 

Can you now produce such account ?— I cannot, I 
have no account in my possession that I can command^ 
excepting one that is in the possesion of the Managers 
of the Impeachment. 

In what way, in what form, upon what paper, or in 
what book was that account kept ?— I kept the ac- 
count in a small account-book of my own. 

Was a copy or a statement of that account, regularly 
furnished by you to Lord Melville ? — It was frequent- 
ly, but not regularly. 

When so furnished, did Lord Melville sign that ac- 
count and you also^ and were duplicates of thtft ac* 
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cbiint mz6c ?-^There were duplicates made; he did 
Jign them generally, 1 believp always when I presente4 
them. 

Were those duplicates so signed by you and your 
Principal, one part of them left in the hands of Lord 
Melville? — There were. 

Did you carry to the credit of that account all sums 
of money which you received on account of Lord Mel- 
ville for salary, and all occasional remittances from 
Scotland ?— I carried them to the credit of Lord Mel- 
Ville, in his accounts with me. 

Was interest on either side charged on that -ac* 
iCourit ? — Thfere were none. 

Did ybu advance to the debit of that account any 
4Uin of nioney to Lord Melville?— I have advanced 
<8ums of money to Lord Melville and placed them to 
*he debit of that account. 

• Did you in 17S6, or thereabouts, advance any sper 
pfic sums to Lord Melville that went to the d^bit of 
that aiicoilnt ?Wr-As nearly as I ^recollect, I did advance 
jipeciHc sums to Lord Melville^ and placed them to thp 
(debit of that account. 

. Was any security given for those sums ? — His Liprd- 
ship granted me a bond and security for 4,000 /• which 
'J advanced him in or about that year. 

From what sum \vas that money, or those sums 
composing the 4,000 /. advanced ? 1 was enabled to 
iiadvance that sum of money to his- lordship from the 
fund which I have already explained, having had thjs 
Jroiitroul of that which w^s put into my hands for the 
purpose of paying Exchequer fees ! and as I had 
.money upon two different treasurersWps which would 
not probably be called for, but had always bpen a!-- 
'lowed torjsmajh in the paymaster's hands for the^rooble 
.flf making u|) the ex-treasurer's accounts, {'knew that 
jnoney would not be called for till I should lejaye tl^ 
06c^ Of the accounts should be jiudited ; and fronj 
.fh^t account I advanced his lordship 4>qoo L 

Did that sum of 4,000/ so advanced to yoii bear 

-Ifjtpretft ?-^ charged no ifiterest |o his |ord$hvp f<)r thgt 

— — 1 . 
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^ Did the • ba&d bear upon the face of it that it was 
with interest or without ? — It did not bear upon the 
face of it that no interest was to be paid, but no in* 
terest wa& expressed to be paid. 

Was interest expressed to be paid upon the face of 
the bond ? — It was not. 

Why did you advance a sum of money to Lord Mel- 
ville without interest ? — I did not feel myself entitle4 
to charge bis ioidship interest for money which had 
been put inCQ my hands under the situation which I 
> have described. 

Did you describe to Lord Melville the reason why 
you did not charge interest f—1 did not, nor did I 
press it upoa his lordship's attention so much as tQ 
know whether he ever knew that it did bear interest 
^r not. 

Was this 4,000 /. so stated to have been without in- 
terest and upon bond entered in the account which 
you have stated? — I believe it to have been the first 
article in that account ; but I can only speak from re- 
<:oIlection *, and it being at a very distant period, I 
N beg to say, it is only from recollection that I do state it* 

To the best of your recollection and belief was that 
the first' item in the account ?— I believe it was. 

What was the title of the account ? — It wa$entitle4 
an account-current. 

In the account-current so kept between you and 
Lord Melville were other advances made on the ac* 
count ot Lord Melville ! — As I was in the habit of re» 
ceiving ail his dividends, and his salary as Treasurer of 
^ the Navy, of course I debited his lordship with pay- 

ments that I made of those sums. 

Did you also credit Lord Melville for all these divi- 
dends as received upon those sums ? — £ did, 

Pid you direct a purchase to be made on account 
of Lord Melville of 2000 /. India stock, in or about the 
year 1792 ? — My attention has been called to that cir- 
Ciumstance from seeing the en-try in the tenth report, 
jind I have no reason to doubt that I did. 

To the best of your knowledge, did you, or did you 
not, give such direction? — I really have no doubt 
(hat i did give such directions, although I have no 
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pchial rernembrance of it. I can venture to say, t^iat 
1 did give such directions. 

Do you know, or have you any knowledge, from 
what fund the money was taken, with which that 
HyOoo I. India stock was purchased ?-— I have already 
said, that I had drawn money fr6m the bank and put 
it into the hands of Coutts and Co. ; these sums having 
created credit to me at Coutts's house, I then drew 
ppDn Coutts for money to pay for that stock. 

* Was that 2,000 /. stock bought on the account of, 
and for the benefit of Lord Melville? — I believe it 
was. ' 

• Were the dividends of that stock carried to the cre- 
dit of his account-current with you ? — I have no doubt 
that they were. I am obliged to speak under that 
reserve, from having no documents of my own to refer 
to; but from looking at the account at Coutts's house, 
I am satisfied, that the dividends of that stock were 
carried to the credit of Lord Melville's account* 

; Did you direct to be purchased, a certain quantity 
of stock, commonly called the Loyalty Loan, in or 
about the year 1797 ? — I did not, to the best of my rc^ 
i:ol!ection. 

Was a certain quantity of the loyalty loan subscribed 
to for the benefit of, or on account of Lord Melville, 
by you, or under your authority, or paid for with 
mo'pey coming out of the funds you have describ- 
ed before ? — rTh^re was no such stock subscribed 
for by me, or purchased by ,me ; I believe the pay- 
ments were made by Mr, Coutts's house, as far as 1 can 
understand and recollect ;. and they were afterwards 
repaid by me to Coutts's house. 

Was that loyalty loan, the price of which was so 
originally paid by Coutts, and then repaid by you to 
Coutts, for the benefit or on account of Lord Melville? 
— It was repaid by me to Mr. Coutts for Lord 
Melville. 

Were the dividends upon that loyalty loan carried 
to the credit of Lord Melville iq the account-current 
between .his lordship and you ? — They were. 

What was the quantity of that stock so purchased 
for Lord Melville ? — I understood from the first ques- 
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tion upon this subject, that it was 10,000/. then al- 
lyded to, it must therefore be 10,000/. 

Was Lord Melville debited in the account-current 
between his lordship and you for that sum of 10,000 /. ? 
—I believe he was. 

From what sources did you derive .that sum of 
10,000/. to supply Messrs. Coutts for the purchase of 
that loyalty loan?— I cannot state the sources distinctly 
and separately, as they were upon different payments, 
unless I had documents, befpre me, which I have not. 

From what fund or funds did you derive those va- 
rious payments which constituted the 10,000/. repaid 
to Messrs. Coutts for the purchase of that loyalty loan? 
— Some of the payments I drew from the bank, and put 
into Messrs Coutts's hands, others I drew from my 
private account at Mr. Xoufts^s, and paid them into 
the account of Lord Melville. 

Did that private account from which you gave some 
of these drafts, consist of public money, and a part of 
it of private money ? — It consisted of both. 

-Did you purchase, or direct to be purchased a cer- 
tain sum of 7,000 /. three per cent, reduced annuities, 
for or on account of Lord Melville ? — I directed stock 
to that amount to be purchased, I believe. 

Were the dividends of that stock carried to the cre- 
dit of Lord Melville in the account-current between 
L^rd Melville and you ? — They were. 

Was any interest charged by you upon any of the 
sums heretofore specified, 2.000/. India stock, 1 0,000/. 
loyalty loan, and 7,000/. three per cent, reduced? — 
I have already mentioned that I placed these sum^into 
my account-current with Lord Melville, and that I 
never charged Lord Melville interest upon that ac- 
count ; nor did I charge myself interest when the ba- 
lance of that account happened to be in his lordship's 
favour. 

Did you direct payments to be made to private in- 
diyidualjj on account of Lord Melville ? — I have fre- 
quently. 

Did you direct a certain sum of money to bt paid 
pn account of Lord Melville, to the account of Sic 
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. WiUiano Forbes and Co. in Edinburgh ?^— I believe I 
did from the docuiuents that I have seen. 

Have you any doui^ of that fact ? — I htve none> 
but at the same time 1 have no recodlcction of it. 

Is that letter, now in your hand, of your hand-writ- 
b^g ? — This letter is of my band-writing. 

Is the whole your hand-writing? — It is. 

Read that in order to refresh your memory; read firft 
aloud to the Court the date of it« — The date is the i8tb 
of July, 1787. 

The witness was ordered to read the whole of the 
letter himself, so as to enable him as far as it might to 
answer the questions that might be proposed to him. 

Then the witness was asked, . . 

Having now read that letter, does it enable you to 
speak from your memory, so refreshed, whether you 
did pay in a sum of money into the house of Sir WiK 
liara Forbes and Company, at Edinburgh ? — I am sa- 
tisfied that I gave such directions, though I do not rer 
member the circumsiance. 

From that memorandum, are you satisfied that you 
gave such directions ? — Perfectly so. 

To what amount ? — 2,000 /. 

Was that sum of 2,000/. carried to the deWt qf 
Jjord MelviHe in the account-current, and when ? — It 
was carried to the debit of Lord Melville's accourtt 
with me ; but as his lordship had more than one ac- 
count, 1 do not recollect which account it was carT 
ried to. 

Was it carried to the debit of some account between 
JLord MelviUe and you ?— Certainly. 

Was, any interest charged upon that 2,oqo /. in thai 
^cco^Qnt, whatever account it might have been ? — No. 

Do you recollect, from having looked at that docu- 
ment in your own hand-writing", and made at the time, 
pny advance directed by you to be made to the account 
pf Lord Melville to the house of Mansfield, Ramsay, 
^nd Company, in Edinburgh ?~The same letter spcr 
cifies the sum of 3,374/. to have been paid by my difecr 
tion tOtMessrs. Mansfield, Ramsay, md Coieapany, ox\ 
Jjord MelviUe*$ acwupt, , 
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Was any security given to you for either of these 
-sums from Lord Melville? — None that I recollect | 
fcut having no recollection of the transaction at all, I 
x:an recollect no collateral circumstance attending it.. 

Was the last sum you have mentioned carried to the 
debit of Lord Melville in any account between hi$ 
lordship and you ? — Certainly, 

What was the amount of that sum so paid by you to 
Mansfield, Ramsay, and Company? — 3>374'- 

Was any interest charged upon that sum between 
A Lord Melville and you?-^I believe none to have been 
jcharged. 

Was the balance of the account current between you 
and Lord Melville more generally on one side or the 
x>ther ?— ^It was. 

On which side ? — Lord Melville was generally in- 
debted to me. 

To what amount, upon an average, in that account 
current ?-T^I am perfectly unable to state that cir- 
cumstance. 

Can you recolect whereabouts it might be?— I 
,, cannot, unless any particular time was specified ; and 
jhen I do not believe I could do it. 

Wben was thac account-current brought to a settle- 
pient ? — Upon the general settlement which I had with 
his lordsbip at the time he left the navy pay-office* 

When was that ? — I think upop the 31st of May, 
; 800. 

Was a transcript of that account, or the account 
itself, presented to Lord Melville at that time?— ^I 
inade out a general statement of his lordship's business, 
ps far as I was connected with him, and that account 
was particularly. .specified, as well as others. 

At that time in whose favour was the balance ^— » 
fhe balance was in my favour. 

To what amount, or whereabout was the balance id 
your favour !-r- 1 presume your Lordships mean th? 
general statement, including all his accounts. 

The question was to the account-current only, bu| 
postponing th^t to a future opportunity, do you recot 
|ect another advance in the year 1789, about the 
fnonth bf July, to Sir Willian^ f'orb^ and ^o, i — ^Jl^ayg 
fj(? f^pllecjfoj) of it, 
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' Have you any recollection of the sum of 3,000/* 
advanced about the X7th of the same month to Mans- 
field, Ramsay, and Co. on account of Lord Melville ? 
— I have no recollection of that circumstance. I have 
seen both sums stated in the Tenth Report, but I have 
no other means of recollecting it. 

Then a paper was shewn to the witness, and he was 
asked : . 

Look at that paper, is that your hand- writing at the 
T)ottom of that paper? — It is. 

Read that, and see whether you refresh your me- 
mory by it ; it is a memorandum dated the 5th of Ja- 
nuary, 1790, the transaction took place in 1789 : can 
you now, from having refreshed your memory by that 
document in your hand, state whether you did ad- 
vance, on account of Lord Melville, to Sir William 
Forbes and Co, 1,000/. in the month of July, 1789 ? 
— ^I have no recollection of that particular transaction, 
and I hope it will not appear extraordinary to you, 
when it is considered the multiplicity of the transac- 
tions that went through my hand during the time I 
acted in that public capacity, and which appears ih 
the Tenth Report. 

But are you able to speak to the fact by referring to 
the paper you hold in your hand ? — I have no doubt 
about the fact, from its being in a signed account be- 
tween my brother at Edinburgh and myself, and it is 
stated to be transmitted to the house at Edinburgh 
through my brother. 

Whether there was any other account besides the 
.account-current kept between you and Lord Melville ? 
^^— There was. 

Was that account also kept in a book ? — It was 
written in the same book. 

What was the title of that account ? — It was en- 
titled " Chest Account.'* 

Dqyou recollect whether the sum of 10,606 /. which 
it was stated' by Lord Melville that he would account 
for when you first became Paymaster of -the Navy, 
was carried into that account ? — I do recollect that it 
was stated in that account. 

Did it form the first item of the account ?^— It did. 

Were there other §ums advanced on account of 
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Lord Melville entered in this chest account ? — There 
were. 

Was the loyalty loan, to the amount of 10,000 /. 
which you stated to be advanced to Lord Melville for 
the purchase of that stock, and carried to the ac*- 
count-current, ever transferred to this chest-account ? 
— It was. 

To whom did you consider Lord Melville to be 
debtor on the chest-account ? — 1 considered Lord Mel- 
ville- to be indebted to government for the sums I ad- 
vanced upon the chest-account. 

Did Lord Melville know that you so considered 
it ? — I never had any specific conversation with his 
lordship upon it, so as to enable me to say positively 
that he did ; but the accounts were signed, and dupli- 
cates were delivered to his lordship. 

What was your reason for transferring the loyalty 
loan money from the account-current to the chest- 
account ? — It was from an anxiety, an attention to my 
own interest. Lord Melville was indebted to me as a 
private individual only, upon the account-current, and 
I considered him indebted, as 1 said before to govern- 
ment for the balance upon the chest-account. 

Did you state to Lord Melville that you wished or 
intended to transfer this loyalty loan money from the 
account-current to the chest-account ? — I do not re- 
collect that I positively stated it to his lordship ; but 
i delivered accounts which bore it upon the face of 
them. 

Were those accounts, upon the face of which this 
transfer was borne, delivered to Lord Melville and 
signed by him, the same as the other accounts ?— 
Tney were. 

Were the duplicates so signed, one part taken by 
Lord Melville and the other part by you ? — They were. 

Did you charge any intei-est to Lord Mel vile upon 
the chest-account, when the balance appeared to be 
against Lord Melville ? — I did not. 

On which side did the balance on the chest-account 
usually stand ?— Lord Melville generally stood debtor 
upon that account. 

Did Lord Melville approve of the transfer of the 
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loyalty loan to the chest-account ? — He neither ap- 
proved or disapproved of it. He took the accounti^ 
, without any consideration. 

Did Lord Melville in fact know at the time the 
chest-aq^Qimt was delivered to hin), that he wias in- 
debted to the public upon that account in the sum of 
10,000/.? — 1 presented the accounts to his lordship;. 
but as we had no conversation upon them, I am alto- 
gether at a loss to answer that question. 

Did he know of any distinction between the two ac- 
counts, respecting the situation of the one account 
and the other account ? — I have no reason to doubt it. 

Did Lord Melville ^hen know that upon one a.c- 
count he was indebted immediately to government, 
and on the other that he was debtor to you ? — I believe. 
he did. 

When did this chest-account terminate? — At the 
general settleipent which took place when his lordship 
left the office. 

Did you present to Lord Melville a general state- 
ment of this chest-account, as well as the account- 
current ? — 1 did. 

Did Lord Melville sign that account^ or acknow- 
kdged it ? — 1 believe he did. 

Did Lord Melville at that time discharge these two 
accounts? — He did, to the best of my recollection. 

Do you recollect what the amount due to you upon 
those two accounts w^s ? — I have no recollection of 
the precise specific amount. 

To the best of your recollection, whereabouts was 
the amount of these two sums? — I should think nearly 
about 50,000/. 

Did you lay before Lord Melville, at that time, the 
differences between the office cash and the cash at the 
hank ?»~I do not recollect that I did. 

Did you state that in consequence of Lord Mel- 
ville's intended quitting the navy-pay office there 
would l)e a necessity for his providing a sum of money ? 
— Idid- 

For what purpose was it necessary to provide that 
sum of money — To make a repayment ot the money 
yahlch his lordship had from: the public balances* 
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» * * * ■ 

' l)}ii that repayment, so to be made by his lordship,' 
Consist of the two sums so taken together, the account- 
current and the chest-account ? — I have explained that*' 
I applied to his lordship for a general settlement at 
that rime, and finding that his lordship poiiifed. out" 
assets sufficient to discharge both, I incorporated the 
two accounts together, and his lordship paid me the 
balance of both. 

' To what account was that balance so paid to yoii 
placed ? — To discharge the balance upon^ tlie chest- 
account, and upon'my account-current with his lord- 
ship. 

Where did you pay those balances as soon as you 
received them? — I do not know that they went all 
through the same channel. 

Where did they centre ultimately? — They m*ist' 
have centred ultimately in the bank ; because 1 had 
a larger sum at that time from the bank upon my own 
account. 

Did this sum which my Lord Melville so paid 
you go to make good the differences at the bank? — 
I cannot state fioni recollection whether the whole 
wcm or not. 

Were your differences as paymaster at the bank 
made good in part by these payments so received of 
Lord Melville? — As money cannot be identified I 
cannot answer that literally ; bec?ause it may first have 
gone into Coutts's house, and I may have drawn a 
larger sum fromCoutts^s house, which may have made 
up my balances. 

Did the money so paid by Lord Melville go into 
Coutts's, or any other hands, for the purpose of ulti-' 
matcly making good these differences at the bank/ 
or a part of them ? — I presume they must ulrimately 
have been applied to that purpose, as I had a much' 
larger sum to pay at the bank than that upon my own 
acc^ant. 

Did you consider that money, before it was paid by 
Lord Melville, as a part of the difference owing to the 
public? — I have stated, that a part of the balance 
that was due upon the chest-account, I looked upon 
as due to the public, the other as a balanse due to 
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myself; and whether I paid that money afterwardj? into 
the bank in whole or not> upon my own accourn, I d©^ 
Hot know. 

Did you consider that your own difference to the 
public was increased by as much as Lord Melville was 
debtor to you upon the account-current ?— 1 did, as far 
ds I can understand the question. 

If, for instance, exclusive of the accour>t-current„ 
your difference consisted of 20,000/. and the account* 
current consisted of 25,000/. was the difference in* 
creased 45,000 /. by the payment of Lord Melvillp to 
you r — I do not understand the question. 

Was your difference, your debt to the public, swell- 
ed by the debt owed to you on the account-current of 
Lord Melville ? — If I understand the question, cer- 
tainly not necessarily. 

Was it, in fact, so increased on account of the debt 
Lord Melville owed to you ? — I do not.know whether 
it was. 

If you had not had any balance due to you from 
Lord Melville on the account-current, * on the 31st- 
May, 1800, would you have had so great a difference 
at the bank as then existed ? — I may have chosen tQ 
take the balance which Lord Melville owed to' me 
into another channel, in which case it would have made- 
no difference in the cash in the bank; tind as the fact 
did not exist, I cannot say what I would have done in 
such cases. 

If Lord Melville had not paid to you the sum due 
upon the private account, to enable you, to pay that, 
sum into the bank, must you not have been under the 
necessity of providing that sum of money elsewhere ? 
— Certainly. 

Did Lord Melville understand then, that the dis- 
charge of these two accounts were to enable you to 
make good youi: differences at the bank ? — Certainly 
not ; Lord Melville understood that so much of it 
was due upon the chest-account; I believe he un- 
derstood that was to make good his lordship's differ- 
ence at the bank, and the other was to be in repay- 
ment of a sum of money which he owed me upon my 
account-current. 
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Whethct you give durations in or at>out ihe year 
1789 or 179Q, for the .purchase of another sum of 
East India stock for thp benefit of Lord MelvUle ? 
*-I gave direcjiops in the year 1789 to purcjiaj&e 9 
sum of East India stock for the benefit of }Mfd ^ph 
Ville. 

Are you enabled from your memqry to state "wha»t 
passed between Lord Melville and yourself, upon %\ib% 
Subject ? — I will state the transaction as far a& my 
memory will carry me, which w^s in jCpnpeqvieBGe ^ 
a conversation I bad with his lordship, in which hf 
stated his opinipnj that the value (^ East tpdia stQC^ 
from the probable rise that would tak?; place ulti- 
inately in that stock; and t o^bseFve^ tp ^is )prd^ 
iship, that if he was impressed with so good ap opi«* 
ihion of that stock> that I thought, in' consid^Ta^on ^ 
his own interest, he ought to invent a mm of tiqo^y \fL 
that stock : his lord^hip^s observation $c^fpfi^ X9 t^^<^W 
it aside, by saying that he had no money to inye^ )$ 
$tock. I bad mentioned to his lordship \h^t there 
were considerable balances lying at all t^nes ^n pfj 
hands- that were not called for, ati|d,. in ^U probabilUyi^ 
would not be fcaUed fpr^ from circutnstaqces xhf^t f, 
need not perhaps relate at this time j but k yrpismpnpy 
lying unclaimed in my han^Si whiqh it \Vptild n(rt 
jbe necessary to advance to the public untill they werp 
claimed, and there was no prospect qf that clai^ 
taking pjace soon ; and I advised ^\s lordship tP f iv^e 
me leave to lay out so much of that paoijey as wpul^ 
buy about 13,000/4 o^* 14,000/. East Ipdia stock, ;buC 
Which his lordship refused in the fnpst pointed and:df- 
eided manner, insomuch, that I was afraid t had in* 
curred his lordship^s dispileasure by proposing it» Put 
it occurred to n\c at the same moment that if wpuldjie 
possible to borrow a sum of rapuey ^ppn the^^Qiiri^y 
of that stock, and I proposed to his lordship .that 1 
should endeavour to do so, and that I should Izy out 
that money in the purchase of Ea^t Indi^ stock 1 to 
which his lordship readily assented.. I meijtioned t^t 
I then 1 ved with a relation of my own, who vvas z 
pan of considerable importai^c^ iathej^ity^^ao^^tbat 
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he would be enabled to raise this sum af money for 
me. In short, I made it an easy matter to his lord- 
ship. But when I applied to Mr. Lind, the gentleman 
to whom I alluded, I found that I was deceived, and 
that it was not an easy matter to raise money upon 
that security; but I was unwilling to disappoint his 
lordship in what I had so sanguinely told I could 
effect, and I never acquainted his lordship with the 
difficulty that had arisen, but I assisted Mr. Lind by 
advancing money from the public money which I had 
the management of. I never had occasion afterwards 
to mention the circumstance to Lord Melville until 
April in the last year, and he was perfectly unac- 
'quainted with my having made use of the public 
money in that transaction ; and I charged his lord- 
ship a regular interest for the whole of th6 money 
-which I advanced in that transaction, from the first 
day it was advanced until the final settlement of our 
account. 

' Did Lord Melville never inquire the name of the 
lender of* that money? — I do not recollect that his 
lordship ever did : I had stated in such positive terms 
that Mr. Lind could do it, that I never found it ne- 
cessary to mentibn the circumstance again to Lord 
Melville, but took it for granted that he had thought I 
had concluded the transaction m the manner that I 
supposed it could be effected. 

Did you mention Mr. Lind's name to Lord Melville 
at the tirne ? — I did. 

• Were the dividends upon that stock carried to the 

• credit of Lord Melville's account ?-r-They were. 

Did you direct any transfer to be made to Lord Mel- 

- ville of gny part of. that stock, at any time previous to 
<h€ year i goo ? — I have no recollection of that ciir- 
;cumstance ; k was mentioned to me yesterday, but I 

- do not recollect it. 

Wh^t was the amount of the sum originally ex- 
upended in the purchase of this stock? — I have stated it 

- in another place, and I have no reason to alter my opi- 

• nion now from rc<5ollection that it was about 23,000/. 

- Did the debt f€>r the purchase of that stock contU 
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nue to that amount until the stock was replaced or 
repaid for? — ^It did riot.. 

In what manner, and to what amount was it dimi- 
nished ? — It was diminished,, by payments from his 
lordship to me,' to the suiil of 20,000/- ; upon which 
his lordship continued to pay interest to me until the 
final settlemepr of our accounts. 

In what manner was the 3,000/. repaid to you ?— 
I have no distinct' recollection of it, but I believe^ 1 
have been paid at two different times. 

Was the 3,000/. so paid, carried to the credit either 
of Lord Melville's chest account, or ,his account cur- 
rent with you ?— It was not 

To what credit was it carried ?— It was carried to 
the credit of the debt which was upon the stock/ 

To whom was that 3,000/. paid ? — As I had ad- 
vanced the money for the stock myself, of course it 
was repaid to myself. 

Was that East India stock in possession, or was it 
still placed for the benefit of Lord Melville in May 
1 800, when he quitted the navy pay office ? — Hcf was 
possessed of it in the manner I have described. It 
was held in trust by the house of Messrs. Thomas 
Coutts and Co., and subject to my controul. 

Was it subject to your controul during the whole 
time that it was out ? — I do not recollect any infer-* 
ruption of it. 

Were the; dividends always carried to Lord Mel* 
ville's credit? — I believe they were. 

At the time that you proposed to Lord Melville to 
purchase East India stock for him out of the public 
balances lying in your hands unclaimed, did Lord 
Melville ask you the amount of such balances ?-^I do 
not recollect that he did. 

Did he enquire whether you had in your hands 
assigned or unassigned balances, or whether you had 
both or either ?— -1 never had any conversation with 
his lordship upon the subject. 

Were you ever restricted by Lord Melville in any 
•way, as to the quantity of money you were to keep 
out of the bank at the house of Messrs. Coutts ? — 

£ 2 



Lord Mclyillf l^ft the management of the balances ix$ 
the bank entirely to me. 1 believe I enjoyed hi^ 
lordship's confidence to the fullest extent, and he 
never interfered. 

Was ther^any restriction upon you as to the sums 
to be tajcen out of the bank for that purpose ? — There 
were none. 

. There ^wcre no restrictions as to the branches upon 
which yQi\ were to draw when you took money ^rom 
the bank to place it at Messrs. Coutts's? — Lord 
Melville never interfered with me in the management 
of the balances of the JPay Office. 

Question repeated ? — I have not the least idea of 
the meaning of the question. 

Did Lord, Melville &ay that you might or might 
not draw upon the Pay Branch, that you might or 
might not draw upon the Victualling Branch,, that 
you might or might not draw upon the Navy Branch, 
0r did he mention any restriction as to either of 
thcfli ? — I have already said Lord Melville never gave 
me any instructions with regard tp managing the 
balances of the office ; therefore I do not know what 
tb^. hpnoijrable managers mean by restrictions upon it-. 

Did Lord Melville order you not to draw upon this 
or that bifancfh for any purpose ? — Certainlv not- 
- Did you^ever draw drafts in favour ot the Righfc 
Honourable Henry Dundas in your account ajt 
-ComtB ?— 'Undoubtedly, 

Did you ever draw drafts in favour of Mr. Dundas/ 
r—Certainly. 

:. Did you ever draw drafts .in favour of Henry 
iDundas ?— Undoubtedly. 

]Qo aji| these three descriptions mean the^same per- 
son, the Treasurer of the Nivy ?-^They did, unie^ 
somd exceptions may exist in case of my having 
:dr?iwn in favour of Mr. Robert Dundas, 

. Were those drafts in general in favour of thae 
Treasurer of the Navy with small exceptions ?— They 
were. 

Did you use either of those names Mr. Dunda^ 
Henry Dijndas, or the Right Honourable Henry 
Dundas, in the drafts of Messrs. Coutts without the 
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payment being made citber to Lord Melville or som^ 
person on account of Lord MeMlIe^ or some persoh 
having a money connexion with Lord Melville ?— It is , 
probable I never did; but so many* transactions of this 
sort took place, that it is impossible for me to say that 
there were no exceptions. 

It is a$ked, generally speaking ?— Generajly speak'- 
ing, they have collateral connexion with Lord Mel- 
vfUe's accounts. 

Was this East India stack in Miy 1800 when Lord 
Mehrille vrent out of office either sold or pledged fpr 
the purpose of making up your deficiencies ai the 
bank ? — It was disposed or at that time; ' 

Was there any increase upon the value of that 
stock from the time at which it was bought to the 
time at which it wajs either so sold' or pled^d ?-r-The 
stock had risen; * ... 

. To what account was th/s money obtained upon 
the stock either sold or pledged carried ?r— ^^.ticooo 
to pay off the debt upon that stock, and £.^,060 of it 
went to pay me in pairt liquidation of* the balance 
upon my account current. 

Had JLord Melville in fact the benefit of the rise of 
that stock ? — Certainly he had ; and the loss' wpuld 
also have accrued to his lordship in case the stotk had 

fiilkru .■'•*'.. 

Had he the benefit of the excess of 'iiyidends above 
the interest at 5 per cent, paid for the money, during 
the whole time there was such an excess ? — I do not 
know that the dividend did exceed the ihtcresc which 
he paid upon it, especially at first, I befieve it did not. 

Was there at any time a rise upon that, between the 
time the stock was purchased arid the time it wis 
sold? — ^Thcre was a rise upon the dividends on tfie 
Stock, several years after it was purchased upon his 
lordship's account. ^ . 

Was any security, of any kind, given to. Mr. Lirid 
for this purchase of East India stock?— ^e stodc 
was invested in his name §ome time after, not imme- 
diately, as I have understood from a document whidi 
has be^n lately put into my hands. 

Did the accounts which you from time to time 
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delivered to Lord' Melville, though not delivered at " 
regular periods, iiiclude all the receipts and payments 
made and received by yoji on account of Lord Mel* 
ville ?— They did, to the besit of. my recollection. 

Did you, at the close of the year 1790, make up all 
the balances of the Navy Pay dfpce at the Bank of 
England^— The account at' the Bank of England 
appears by my, hooks to be balanced at .that time ; 
but whether the balance was exactly paid in or not I 
cannot ascertain, because some ^f ^y drafts may not 
have been presented, in which^ case. that would form 
part of the balance appearing so- to he- paid in* 

Was the b;i^ance at the end of the year 1 790 
exactly ^trac^,., apd cjid it' appep th^t there .was no 
4efipency at that time ?'-rThcy appcj^red ,to be; I 
.could spealc with^mbreprccisipn Jf the ajccounts were 
laid before mei which I have riot had the advantage of 
for some time past, ,. , r • r' . : / 

Did you make up the, differenqe .between the 
balance of the one account and the other, at the ,en^ 
of the year 1791 ?— I cannot speak: frop recollection.; 
my dbcunients are in the hands pf the howurable 
m^na^ers, and I probably should be able to speak 
with, more precision if they were laid before me. 

If there was any diflfercnce between the office cash 
and'the bank cash, in the end of the year 179 1, of 
what money did that difference consist? — -Ii would 
consist of drafts of mine which had not been presented 
at the Bank in part, and in part of the. sum of money 
which Lord • Melville was indebted to the chest 
account, and to nieuponmy account cutrent. ; . 
, Did. that balance you. are now speaking of, com- 
prehendjKoUi .the chest account and the i , account 
.current?— It ,didj to the best of my recollection of 
Jne accounts,. - , ' . 

Did the balances so outstanding, from 1791 to 

' 1799* corpprehend those balances so due from Lord 

Melville ?— :Th.ey did, to the best of recollection ; of 

thp settled accounts always ; but a small account may 

. have e^sted upon the account current, which was not 

mcJuded m that. , . . . , 

Did the difference between the office and the bank 
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balance, at the end of each of those years wliich you 
have specified, denote, with a trifling exception, the 
sum of money which was to be made good by pay- 
ments from Lord Melville to the public, and to you? 
— They did, to the best of my recollec^tion- 

How long did you continue in office after Lord 
Melville left it? — Upwards of two. years. , 

Who was Treasurer of the Navv after Lord 
Melvilk ? — Lord Harrowby succeeded I-ord Mel- 
ville, Mr; Bathurst succeeded Lord Harrowby, and. 
Mr. Tierney succeeded ^f r. Bathurst. : 
' Was any interruption given by either of those 
Treasurers to the practice of taking, the money from 
tjie bank ^hd placing it in the hands of Mr. Coutts> 
or any private individuals ? — Mr. Bathurst prdered it 
to be altogether done away, ' .^ 

Was that order carried strictly into execution ?— 
I do riot know how* I must be pinned down to the;' 
word strictly; Mr, Bathurst did not press it to be. 
done v^ithin a few days, but todo it with convenience 
to myself; that I might do it in the space pif a monthj 
Qr so ; there was no time defined.' *.' /, . ; \, ;J 

Was it done within the month? — It w^s. ' 
. Did you continue in the situation o? Paymaster 
after the money was so placed at the bank P^Idid. .. 

When did you quit^tne office ? — I^ left the'dffice in 
one month. after Mr, Tiertiey succeeded to' the'situ-^ 
ation ofTreasurer of the Navy ;.I ^P pot recollect the 
time. ' s 

Were you ever after appointed Paymaster ;6f the 
Navy ?— r was, by Mr. Canning. 

Did the same practice th.at had been ordered by 
Mr. Bathurft, ^prevail d.uring the trcasurership of 
Mr. Cannme r — It did. ... 

Was ^the' balance upon the chest acCouht alwayi 
against Lord Melville ?-r-I believe it was. ' 

Was any security, of an^ sort, sighed by Lord} 
Melville, to you or to any other persofi, oh acCoUnt. 
of the India stock so pUrchasied? — None. 

When did you quit the Niaivy Pay Office altogether?' 
— I believe in the April in last )(car> I .have pa. 
regoUection of the precise ^ayi^ . ' ^ 



t>Id you, while you were Paymaster of the Navy, 
tnak6 any cafh payment witH your 6wn hand on 
account of the public F-^-^-I do not recollect that t ever 
<fi(f, excepting in exchequer fees. 

' Did you always issiie your money by drafts to your 
sub-accountants? — 1 recollect one or two instan(^ea 
wherein Idjd not, having a sum of money in the iron 
cT)e«t I issued to them. 

. Were those exceptions to the general very few ?— • 
vcry'fewt ' . 

Did you eyerdraw drafts upon the Bank of England, 
and go yourself^ or send others, to take cash or banl^ 
note's Irom the bankj to be paid either to Messrs. 
Cbutts, or elsewhere P'-J do not knowthiat I ever did 
il personally, but fhave sent others to do so^ 

Slave you, or any dther persons, received such 
money without passing it through th€ hands of Mr^ 
C6utt3 ?^-I have no knowledge; of its ever having 
Been done ; 1 4lave been informed it has been done, 

" t)o you recollect' no lostahte of notes having been 
. Biiiiight ' from the Bank oi England withoift passing 
through thie. hands of Coutfs ?---4 do not recollect any 
ip vsclt: my instructions were generally giv^n .to 
Mr. Wils?)i>, who managed that for n?e, qx Mr,. 
Tweedy, of the .Pay OflSce. I am told that hiais hapi* 
^ened more than once, but h^ve po recoll^ctioa 

of It. 

Do you recollect dirawing one day for a million of 
iponey, apd having received a million, of money, 
i?/ith6ut passing through the hou^e of CbuttsP-^J 
rifiver drew for a million of money bfuf oncq in my 
life, and that money went into tiie bands qf Coutts, - ^ 

Was it paid into Coiitts* hand in b^nk notes, ov 
was the draft given to theni ?^~My graft vvas givea 
tb the prihcipaT money oonductor of the Pay OfficCji^ 
who w^nt into tlie bank with that driaft, tn^ notes;' 
bqyig divided into' a great niiniber of small notes -, 
tfftd h^ brotight that directly, ^nd put ;t into the 
house of Coutts, gs 1 understand, 

Then it was piit into Butts's bank in bank notes, 
aiid pot in the shape of g draft ?— 1 drew a draft as 
iisual upon the bank ;' but Jnstead of giving thp 



draft to CJoutts^ I gave it to the money conductor, 
vrho carried it to the baakj^ and took the bank potef 
to Coutts^s. 

Did you ever draw for small sums, either upon the 
tiank, or upon the house of Coutts, for public services? 
— I do not know vi^hat the honoi^rablc n^anager may 
call a small sum. 

Did you ever draw for a less sum than a thousand 
pounds either upon the bank of Messrs, Coiftts, oa 
account of the public service ? — I n^ake no 4oubt f 
^ have often done so^ 

Did you ever make any small payments on accouqt 
of the public service, excepting exchequer fees ?— I 
do not recolleqt any, iinless it were repaynients iptd^ 
thetonk. 

According to the nature and to the practice of the 
"t^y Office sincef that account, have payments bee» 
made by the Paymaster in the ordinary course of the 
office ?— *I do not recoUcpt any^: I do not 'know what 
the honourable manager alludes to* 

Do any payments to any public creditor pass lit 
^ the usual form of business through the hands of the 

Paymasters ? — I believe not, 

Are not they ^11 made by the sub-accountant ?— - 
They are, as I said before, except with regard to thrf 
exchequer fees. 

Did you ever receive' any gratuity from Lord' 
Melville for acting as his agent? — Never. 

Ife the book in which you kept the account current' 
irid the chest account, destroyed ? — It is. 

Are' all the books containing any accounts between, 
I^rd Melville and you, and the vouchers, destroyed J 
—They afe, to the best of my belief. 

Did you ever lose one of these books whilst they 
were in existence ?— I was robbed of one of ihostf 
books at one time. 

Did you recover it again ?t— I did. 

How did you g^ it again ? — I received it from one 
of the magistrates of the Public Office in Hatton 
Garden. 

Was that one of the books in which the account 
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current and chest account between you and Lord 
Alclvillc was entered ? — It was. 

Look at this paper : is that signed by you ? — It is. 

What does that paper pur|)ort to be? — ^It purports' 
to.be an account current between Lord Melville and 
myself, dated commencing in the year 1802. 

Is that an account balanced ? — It appears to be so* 
. Is it srgned by both palrties ?— rlt is. .. 

Have you any vouchers in your hand connected. 
with that paper? — Here arc voucher5, but I do not: 
know whether they belong to it or not. ' 

Refer to them? — They do not seem to refer to the 
account ; they are of subsequent date ; I see no re-^ 
ferencc whatever. ^ • 

Are they vouchers of any accbuhts between Lior/i;. 
Melville and you?-^They are vouchers of three 
pay merits which I appear to ,have maae upda Lord^ 
Melville's account. 

Is the sheet now in your hand of the nature of^ 
those accounts which . you delivered to Lord Melville 
at certain, periods? — They are^ 
^ Were the accounts sO: delivered By you at certain 
periods, both on the cheft and current account, so 
«gned as that paper 19 your hand is signed ? — Tbcy 
were. 

To whom did you give the direction for the pur- 
chase of lyQQoL India stock in 1792. for the benefit of 
Lord Melville? — I can only judge from that circum- 
stance, that most part of my transactions of that sort 
went through the house of Coutts and Co. ; and I 
h^ve no doubt my directions were there placed. 
, Tq whom were the directions given for the purchase 
of io,ooo/. of the loyalty loan in 1797 ? — I gave no 
directions respecting that, to the best of my recol- 
lection. 

To whom did you give directions for the purchafe 
of the 7,000/. 3 per cents reduced ? — I presume, also, 
\o the house ot Messrs. Coutts and Co. 

* Docs Mr. TPhilip Antrobus, the broker, act for that 
house r — I have heard so. 

Do YOU knov^r that he did at that time act for that 
hou^e ? — I believe it j 'but I do not know it. 
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Cross-examined. 

I 
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You speak of your being appointed Paymaster in 
consequenceofthe recommendation you $tated,bad you 
l)ad an opportunity of being useful to Lord Melville 
in some regulations respecting the office, previous to 
your being appointed by him to the office of Pay- 
master ?--rI very early after Lord Melville's first apr 
pointment as Treasurer of the Navy, presented bis 
\ lordship with a plan for new regulating the busine» 

of the office^ which, I have understood was much ap- 
proved of by his lordship. 

In what year was that?-^I fancy it was in 1782 ; it 
was a very short time after his lordship was first ap- 
.pointed Treasurer of the Navy. 

Some time prior to your being appointed Fay^ 
master ?-^A great many yejirs before. 

In that interval^ between the circumstance that lirst 
brought you to Lord Melville's notice, and your 
.appointment as Paymaster, was any intercourse kept 
tip between his lordship and you? — I believe I was 
"" known to his lordship during the time 5 but I had no 

paTticular intiercourse with his lordship. 

The liirst -circumstance you were interrogated to, 
after that of your being appointed Paymaster, was has 
lordship's acknowledgment of a balance in his hands 
of 10,000/. ; at the time Lord Melville said that was 
in his hands, did he not, at the same time say, it was 
not applied to any private use or emolument of his 
own, but to public purposes, from whence it was 
likely there would be a loss ?— His lordship expressed 
to me, he was afraid that there might be a, loss. 
The conversation might be very pointed ; but I do 
not recollect it so much, as to be able to say that his 
lordship actually stated it to be for public purposes; 
but it is at a vfery distant period, and it is not impos- 
sible he did. ^ 

Have you any the least recollection, that Lord 
Melville acknowledged that he had applied it to 
any purposes of private benefit to himself? — None. 

Whether the sums for the purpose of paying tHc 
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exchequer fees which you have stated, had not for 
some time been a fund in the hand of the Paymaster, 
which he used for his own emolument when not 
tvanted by the public ?^--^I had understood that they 
had always been in the hands of my predecessors. 
Paymasters of the Navy ; and that the parts which 
were not immediately I'equired for the payment of 
the public fees, were made use of; and that as soon 
Ai the sum in their hands was reduced to under 3,000/., 
it was usual for the Paymaster to make an application 
for a ilirther sum of 3,000/., to be impressed into his 
bancj for that purpose; that was the mode that was 
explained to me when I catne into the office, and I 
received the balances remaining upon two ek-trca- 
surerships-; and, soon after my appointment to the 
office, 3,000/. was put into my hands, to pay the 
exchequer fees upon the current treasurership. ' 

It is thought you said the money issued for the 
exchequer foes is issued in a diflferent mode from the 
money issued for the public service ?-— I did state so. 

State wherein that difference consists ?-^ All mo^ 
pies issued from the exchequer to the Treasurer of 
the Navy, are in consequence of a letter from the 
different boards connected with that office, desiring 
.him to memorial the treasury for such sums of money, . 
excepting in the instance of exchequer fees : he alone 
IS acquainted when they are nearly exhiausted, and 
when he finds them to be nearly exhausted, he includes 
an application for 3,00?/. into any memorials to be 
sent to the treasury, 10. be imprested into the Trca- . 
surer's hands. 

Is It to be understood then that all applications for 
other sums of money fer the public service must ori- 
ginate with some one of the boards?— The whole of 
the money. 

There are diffi^rent boards give directions for 
issuing of money ; can any money be issued from the 
exchequer to carry on the naval service, without a^ 
letter from one or other of those boards ? — It cannot. 

Does that letter, or a copy of it, accompany the 
memorial to the treasury for the issue of that money? 
w It does* . . 
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h that the case wkh respect to money that hivtti 
fat excheqmer fees ?— I have endeavoured to explain 
that it is not; it originates entirely from the Pay-* 
master in fact^ who is the judge of when that fund it 
nearly exhausted. 

. Was the course of office you have described, the 
same before the act of parliament, as it has been 
since tli^ passing of the act of the 15th of the King ? 
•—The $ame> I believe. 

Is then the issuing exchequer fees a subject t» 
which the regulation of the act of parliament by the 
course of offiee applies ? — I presume it is, as I believe 
the act of parliament directs all sums from the 
exchequer to be issued to the bank, and the money 
to pay exchequer fees is accordingly issued to toe 
bank. 

Whether all the detail and management of the 
Paymaster's office has always been left to the Pay- 
master?— I believe it generally is; especi?tlly during 
the time in which I acted as Paymaster to the Navy, 
it certainly was, and altogether so in Lord Melville'^ 
lime s some subsequent treasurers have thought it 
necessary to attend the business of the office more 
minutely. 

But during the whofe period of time you have- 
been acquainted with the office, has the execution of 
it in detail alws^ys been left with the paymaster ?— * 
Always, I believe. 

Was that the case during the whole period of Lord 
Melville's treasurership ? — As far as I know, it was. 

Was the whole management and drawing for the 
public money entirely left to you during the period 
when you were paymaster ?— I believe it was* 

You stated th«it permission was given by Lordi^ 
Melville to draw money from the Bank of England t© 
Coutts's bank ; w^tether the only reason represented 
by you to Lord Melville for that measure, was not, to 
facilitate the official convenieace ? — ^Entirely so, I 
always stated so, the convenience that would arise^ 
and the greater security of the money. 

State, if you cau recoUactv how you represented 
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that It woald facilitate the convenience of the officer 
that that transfer should take place ? — Ixrepresented 
the inconvenience that would attend the payments 
from the distance of the bank, and proposed to hi» 
lordship, that a banker nearer should be allovved to keep 
the money in his hands, till 1 founid it Accessary to 
issue it to the sub^accountants. 

Did you state also to Lord Melville, in what 
manner the money would be more secure ? — I rcpre-i 
senced to him the danger of sending in drafts to the 
bank every day by messengers, who were obliged t6 
bring out the produce of these in cash to supply the 
daily payments. 

Whether, when this application was made by you; 
the office had not been removed from Broad^strecty 
iwhere it had been before situated, to Somerset- 
house? — I believe it had. 

Though the paymaster makes no payment with his 
awn h^nd, does not the paymaster furnish tlie sup- 
plies to the sub-accountants for alJ the money that is 
daily paid ? — He does. • ^ 

Was ther6 the least mention to Lord Melville, at 
the time application was made for his permission to 
make the change you have stated, of any private 
emolument to be derived to any body from it ? — None 
whatever; it was never in Lord Melville's contem- 
plation, and I do not remembet that it was in my 
own at that time. 

Was the permbsion which was given to draw 
money from the bank, to be deposited till it was 
wanted in Coutts's bank, entirely confined to the 
money that would be wanted for official convenience? 
— I do not know that the conversation extended to so 
great a length as to go into that, minute part ofthe 
subject. ' 

But was there then, or at any subsequent time, any 
•permisi^ion given by Lord Melville to draw monies 
jrom the bank for any other purpose r — Never. • 

You are understood to state, that you received 
Lord Melville's salary as Treasurer of the Navy ? — 1 
(did, in most. instances ;.I had thought univeisalfy- so^ 
till a statement was made from the Pay Office, in 



63 

wnich' I found some few payments had been tnad^ 
by Mr. Wilson upon my account, and to others upoa 
my account ; and one payment to his lordship. 

Besides the salary of the treasurer which you 
received, did you also receive, on Lord Melvillc*s 
account, during the whole period of acting as his 
agent, various remittances from Scotland, and other 
places, on his lordship's account, to a considerable 
amount ? — I did to a large amount. 

You speak of your attending Lord Melville wirii 
the statement of his accounts, which was signed by 
his lordship, as you are understood to state, and 
duplicates of the accounts left by him ?- — So I stated 
the fact» 

Whether, when you attended his lordship upon 
the subject of private business, and business of the 
nature you have stated, you observed whether his 
lordship gave any particular attention to the business ? 
— I was very much concerned that I never could 
draw Lord Melville's attention particularly to the 
subkct of his private accounts. 

Were not, in most instances, the accounts that 
were produced, brought by you, signed immediately 
upon the confidence Lord Melville reposed in yoa, 
without any examination ? — 1 always exhibited die 
accounts to his lordship, for his examination ; and he 
may have looked at them ; but I am conscious this 
he never attended to them particularly. 

Whenever you had occasion to attend his lordship 
upon any business of a public nature, or any businesl 
<hat related to the detail and management of the office 
in which his own private interest was not concerned, 
did you find Lord -Melville equally inattentive, or 
directly the reverse ? — I must state directly the reverse ^ 
Lord Melville never interrupted me in any .reprt> 
sentations that I made to him respecting the pubtic 
business of the office, unless it was merely telling me 
he had not time to attend to me at that tiate, and 
appointing another time, when I laid the- subject 
before him. . . : 

h it to be understood, that when you waited upon 
Lord Melville upon the public aocounts in-wtjichiie 



^'H hot pisir^ohally inteFested> you were mrk to.hsLVd 
bis attention, but could not get his attention in the same 
maimer to his own pHvate accounts ?— ^That is Whk% 
i mean to istate^ 

Whether I^prd Melville did At any time require or 
ircceive frdm you any receipt or voucher^ or document 
tof any kind upon these accounts ? — I do not JFecoUect 
that 1 ever gave him a teccipt for any itioney in my 
tfe. 

Whenever ydu have paid money for hiraj did his 
lordship ever desire to see any voucher for that pay-r 
thent, or take it entirely upon the representation yoii 
gave of it ?-^I never failed to present the documents 
and vouchers to his lordship } but I do not recollect 
any instance in Which he required it. 

Have you any distinct recollection that can enable 
jrou to state what was the form or the contracts of 
the bond of this 4,000/., or whether it was not a bond 
in the usual form ? — I have no recollection of it what* 
ever ; oniy I believe it did not bear interest. 

Have you any recollection whether its not b^^^in^ 
interest was or not specified in the bond ? — I hav^ no 
distinct recollection ; but I do not believe that it did. 

The first purchase you speak to was %fiooL East 
India stock; whether, after the documents you have 
teen on the subject, you have now any memory of 
recollection upoi> the subject ?— -I recollect, generjiUy, 
that Lord Melville wanted to be possessed of a furthef 
qualification of Eaft India stock ; and he begged me to 
procure it. for himj but whether he told me that 
oe would immediately repay me the money or not, \ 
do npt recollect. 

Whether upon Jthat occasion, or upon any other^ 
I^rd Melville ever directed you to lay out any pari 
of the public money in your hands for the use an^ 
benefit of Lord Melville ?— He never did under the 
specific name of public money, or any money bearing 
that description. 

. In every inftance in which this stock was purchased 
by you, was it understood by Lord Melville to be 
curchased either out of Lord Mjelville's own funds, or 
ixota private fundsj lent him by you ? — I cannot pre-* 
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ciscly say that ; 1 do not know any thing to the con-, 
trary J but I do not know what Lord Melville's con- 
ceptions may have been ; he never expressed himself 
to the contrary to me. 

Is there any instance in which prior* to the pur-J^ 
chase of any stock, it was mentioned to Lord Melville 
by you, that it was intended to be purchased out of. 
the public money, except in the instance of the pur- 
chase of East India stock ? — Never, to the best of my 
recollection. 

Are you to be understood to state that in the only 
instance where that was proposed, it was indignautly 
rejected ?— I mean so to be understood. 

You are understood to state that you did not ori- 
gii^ally give directions, nor are cognisant by whom the 
directions were given for the purchase of the sub-, 
scription of the 10,000/. loyalty loan? — I am unac- 
quainted who gave directions respecting that loyalty,, 
at least I have no recollection of that, and I do not 
find that it passed through me, or by my orders. 

Can you recollect whether the first instalment that 
was paid for that loyalty, was not. paid out of the. 
private funds belonging to Lord Melville ? — It may 
have been so, but I do not recollect the circum- 
stance^ 

You stated, that you had paid several instalments 
from time \o time upon that loyalty stock? — I have. 

Was it at any time communicated to Lord Melville, . 
whilst these payments were making out, out of what ' 
funds those advances were made? — Never; I believe 
they were made in consequence of demands which, 
were made upon Lord Melville, and which I satisfied 
without any instructions from his lofdship. 

Can you recollect about which period it was, that . 
the last of those payments in respect of this 1 o,ooa/l 
loyalty was made? — I do not; but my accounts with 
Mr. Coutts must show it, 
J£k> you remember the year?— I have na reqol- 

iection of it. • ' 

.Do; you recollect whether it was atout September * 
1 797 ? — I have no recollection of it. 

F 



66 

Do you recollect, that soon after the last instalments 
were paid upon that account, securities were given by 
t,ord Melville, and a power of attorney for the sale 
of that and all his other stocks, to secure the repay- 
ment of what was due? — I perfectly recollect the 
circumstance. 

Did those securities cover an ample fund for the 
re-payment of all those sums which had been ad- 
vanced upon that account ? — They did. 

You stated, that you directed stock to the amount 
of 7,000/., 3 per cents to be purchased for Lord Mel- ^ 

villc i was that purchase made by any directions from 
Lord Melville of 7,000/. three per cents? — It was 
made without any directions from his lordship. 

How came that purchase to be made without any 
directions from Lord Melville } — I made it in the 
general management of Lord Melville's affairs ; I 
believe a sum of money had come into my hand at 
that time for his lordship, and I thought it was proper 
to invest it in some manner to produce an interest to 
his lordship. 

Is it to be understood, that funds had come into < 

your hands, which before that time had been carrying 
a productive interest to Lord Melville? — I believe 
they had, either previously or a few days afterwards; 
one of the payments was I think upon a bill, which 
might not have been due upon the very day I made 
the purchase, but I believe the bill had come into my 
hands previous to my making the purchase. 

Was any precise communication ever made to Lord 
Melville, respecting the mode in which that purchase ^'j 

had been made, or any particulars respecting it ? — I 
probably mentioncjl it, when I presented my accounts 
to him 5 but I do not recollect any particular conver- 
sation that I had with his lordship on the subject. 

You have stated that Lord Melville indignantly 
rejected the offer of applying the public money to the 
purchase of India stock, and you then proposed to 
furnish him with the money, by procuring it of a 
relation ? — ^I did. 
Was that relation's n^ame mentioned to Lord Mel- 
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ville ? — I mentioned my relation*s name ; it was Mr. 
Montague Lind. 

Was any security ever demanded of Lord Melville 
in respect to the loan that had been made for that 
purchase of stock? — None, because I had repre- 
sented to his lordship, that I thought I could procure 
it on the security of the stock being vested in the 
person's name of whom I should borrow the money. 

Was the stock after its purchase transferred as a 
security to cover the money that was advanced for the 
purchase of it ? — It was not in fact, it was invested in 
Mr. Lind's name for my account. 

Did it ever stand in the name of Lord Melville ?— 
It never did. 

At first you stated, that the amount of the interest 
for the money borrowed for -this purchase exceeded 
the dividend? — I believe it to have done so. 

When that was the case, was Lord Melville charged 
with the difference? — He was regularly charged with 
the interest, and got credit by the dividends whatever 
they were. 

Then at that time was he not an annual loser by 
tlie purchase of that stock ?— I believe his lordship to 
have been so, inasmuch as the interest exceeded the 
dividends. 

When this purchase was made of East India stock, 
whether the prospect was an immediate rise, or that in 
the course of time it vvould rise? — His lordship cer- 
tainly alluded to a distant prospect, from the pro- 
gressive state of the affairs of India towards pros- 
perity. 

Whether Lord Melville ever knew that the person 
who advanced this money was any other person than 
Mr. Lind, until after the publication of that fact in the 
Tenth Report, or from the late inquiries? — I never 
thought it necessary to inform his lordship of it, and 
I have no reason to believe that he ever knew it. 

Have you the least reason to believe that Lord 
Melville knew or supposed any part of that advance 
to be public money ? — i have no reason whatever. 

You spoke to two sums, one respecting Sir William 
Forbes and Co,^ the other to Mansfield and Co. -, the 
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one of 2,000/., the other of 3,300/., have you any re- 
collection of the funds, from whence those two sums 
came, or any thing respecting them ? — I have none 
whatever, excepting what I gather from an exa- 
mination of Mr, Coutts*s books, from which I see 
that they were advances from his account, and from 
my own letters. 

Have you any reason to doubt, but that the pay- 
ments made upon that subject were repaid out of the 
private funds of Lord Melville ? — I have no reason to 
doubt it ; as there were frequent payments subsequent 
to that, and they went in reduction of the general ac- 
count in which those sums were included. 

You were asked whether Lord Melville at any time 
imposed any restrictions upon you with respect to the 
quantums of your drafts from the Bank, or specified 
what were to be the limits of them under either head ; 
it is wished to ask, whether my Lord Melville ever 
said any thing to you upon the subject ? — Never ; the 
subject was never mentioned. 

You were interrogated respecting a milHon of money 
that was once drawn from the bank 5 was that circum- 
stance known to Lord Melville ? — I am persuaded T 
never communicated the circumstance to Lord Mel- 
ville ; whether he may have learnt it from other quarters 
or not, I do not know, as I never made any secret of 
it, but mentioned it frequently. 

What was that drawing of money to that large 
amount? — It was the amount of several months navy 
bills that were directed to be paid off at the time, for 
which a sum of upwards of three millions was issued 
ro me upon one particular day, and I chose to draw 
One million from the Bank, and put it into the hands 
of Coutts and Co. in order to accommodate the bill- 
holders at the west end of the town ; and when the 
bills were presented a few days afterwards^ and which 
intermediate time was necessary, from the business of 
the Navy Office, in which they calculated the interest^ 
iJpon those bills when they were presented, I drew asj 
the bill holders preferred my drafts upon Coutts* bank 
in discharge of their bills, or upon the Bank. 
"^ How forig was it before it was all paid away? — ^I* 
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think it was five or six days before the interest was 
calculated at the office, and all arrangements made, 
before the bills began to be presented ; but after they 
began to be presented, I fancy it was paid as close up 
to the balance as other payments of the navy, in thp 
course of a very few days afterwards ; there is always 
a sum that remains unclaimed. 

Have you been much conversant with figures, and 
made them much the subject of attention ? — I have. 

Was not the whole business of the accounts, both 
of the office, and all the private accounts of Lord 
Melville, left entirely in your management? — The 
whole of the public accounts were left entirely in my 
management, and such of his* private accounts as 
were put under my management. 

You have been asked as to your own use of the 
public money removed from the Bank to Messrs. 
Coutts; you are understood to say that you made use 
of it in point of fact for . your own benefit ? — I cer- 
tainly made use of that part, which I found was npt 
likely to be claimed, for my own profit. 

In what mode was that made use of ? — Generally 
by lending it at interest -, at other times by investing 
it in exchequer or navy bills or other government 
isecurities. 

Was that to a very considerable amount ? — It was. 

Were the whole profit and emolument derived from 
that mode of laying out the money, which you have 
described entirely you own ?— -Entirely. 

Was any intimation or knowledge ever communi- 
cated to Lord Melville of the public iponey having 
been so used ?— I never made any such communica- 
tion to Lord Melville. 

Whether, during the period that you have spoken 
of having acted as paymaster to Lord Melville, and 
while those transactions were going on, the public ser- 
vice of the navy at any time suffered the smallest losSj 
disadvantage, or interruption, in consequence of the 
transaction you have spoken of ? — I do not know any 
instance wherein the public have suffered any loss, 
obstruction, or delay in the public payments, from 
the use that has been made of public money, or 
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the manner in which I kept my balances elsewhere 
than in the Bank. 

Was the public money at all times safe, and were 
proper securities taken for it at all those times?— I 
believe it at all times to have been so. 

Was there any one circumstance happened, durino; 
the period of Lord Melville's executing this office, that 
should have called his attention from any interruption 
the public service received during any part of the 
period, to the use that was making of the public 
money ? — I never heard of any. ' 

Whether, during the period of Lord Melville^s excr 
cuting his office, sums, to the amourit of a hundred 
and twenty millions, did not pass through his lord- 
ship's hands, or through his office ?— More or less, 1 
believe so. 

During all that time, was there a loss sustained by 
the public, or any impediment suffered by them of 
one single farthing ? — Not in consequence of the tran- 
sactions wich have been particularly alluded to, to thp 
best of my recollection. 

You spoke of some regulation approved and adoptr 
cd by Lord Melville j were those regulations calcu- 
lated to increase the balance in the hands of the 
paymaster or treasurer, or directly the reverse ?— I do 
not think they had any influence either one way or the 
other ; it waS merely a different mode of making up 
the accounts. ' 

^ It is meant those regulations that were made by 
which seamen were enabled to make allotments for 
the maintenance of their families m their absence, or 
to facilitate the receipt of money due to them?— 
Whether regulations to that effect were not made, and 
whether the effect of them did not tend to reduce, and 
not increase the balances? — Certainly; I thought the 
learned counsel alluded to the regulations I proposed 
to h^s Ibrdship in 1782. 

At what period in 1 80a did Mr. Bathurst alter the 
Tnode of making the payments in future ?-r*I am not 
able to state that. ' 

Was it in June ?^— I do not know. 

"y^Thcther that alteration was not entirely made to ob- 
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viate any inconvenience of a similar nature itx future,, 
before any inquiry had taken place before the com* 
missioners of naval inquiry ; whether the evil was not 
remedied before that inquiry ? — I believe it was. 

Has that course been continued ever since ? — It 
has, to the best of my knowledge. 

What is that remedy which has been adopted ?— 
That the money shall remain in the bank until wanted 
for payment, as nearly as possible. 

Is the money remaining in the bank to be written 
ofFfrom one account to the other account? — ^Instead 
of drawing the money to Messrs, Coutts* house, and 
issuing to the sub-accountants from that account, the 
money is made over to one of the sub -accountant's 
account at the bank, and he draws himself upon that 
account. The whole difference is, that the money re* 
mains in the sub-accountant's account at the bank^ 
instead of the sub-accountant's account at Messrs^ 
Coutts. 

Does it then in consequence of this alteration be- 
come a private account, kept with the bank with each 
sub-accountant, when a certain account is written off 
to the credit of the sub-accountant ? — I believe that 
the accountant has a perfect contraul over the ac* 
count ; I do not know v/nat constitutes it a public 
account, further than being kept in the bank. 

Then after the credit is written over from the trea- 
surer*s account to each sub-accountant's account, each 
sub accountant has the power of drawing out the 
ijioney as he shall. want it, or as he shall think fit? — 
PJe has as much the controul over it as he had when 
the money was put into his name in his account at Mr. 
Coutts', as far aj> I understand. 

If no permission had been given at all of drawing 
from the bank to Coutts's bank, as a place of tempo- 
rary deposit, whether all the 3ame use might not have 
been ma le of the public money, by drafts in the same 
way at the bank ? — ^Certainly, but it might have been 
(Considered a greater dereliction of my duty. 

Whether the same use might not have been made 
qf the public money being laid out for private benefit, 
>yithout its reaching in the intermediate transit of it 
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aay fJvLvpt.e bank?' — That is exactly the question- I 
answcreii before, that I think it might be made use 
pf in exactly the same manner, but that if I had done 
so, I think it might be considered as a still greater 
4crpJictiorji of duty. 

Whether the small payments that are daily made iq 
this great department, the navy department, can be 
pade any otherwise, than by cash in the hands of the 
sub-accountants? — I do not apprehend it to be pos- 
sible ;, and J. am told the present treasurer attempted 
it, and could not carry it into execution. 

. Is the amount of those payments, and the number 
of them that are daily made, such as could not with 
any possible practical convenience be made by drafts 
upon the bank ? — It certainly could hot he done by 
any means in my opinion. 

How low in point of value do some of those pay- 
ments go ? — Certainly as low as one shilling, some of 
tlicm. 

Are they very numerous under lo/. oril.y 6r even 
|/. in value?— I believe there are many thousands 
made monthly lower than lo/. and even lower than iL 
State as nearly as you can, as 'to what was the ave- 
rage amount of money due^ to the payees of assigned 
bills r — I never had occasion to make a calculation of 
the average, excepting once, and then I was assisted 
by the then treasurer of the navy, Mr. Canning, and 
\ve found it averaged for a considerable number of 
years, about 143,000/. 

What do you mean by a balance of that nature be- 
ipg due to the payees of assigned bills ? — It is the 
amount of bills, which the several boards have drawci 
lipon the treasurer of the navy, and which have been 
put into* the hands of the persons who are entitled 
to receive them, but who have not demanded the pay- 
ipcnt of them'; the treasurer in that situation stands 
^actly in the situation of a banker, in which a ba- 
lance accrues in consequence of unclaimed demands 
upon him. 

When bills are drawn upon the treasurer, is the list 
of the bills so drawn communicated to the treasurer .^ 
— A list is sent from the board of the bills which they 
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^assign upon the treasurer for that day, by which, the 
treasurer understands he is to be prepared to make 
payment of bills to that amount ; buc bills to that 
amount seldom or never come in all together, the 
Avhole amount is not generally presented for some 
time, by which means an aggregate balance is formed 
and created, which lies unclaimed in the treasurer's 
hands. 

From the moment that list is communicated to the 
treasurer, is it the course of the ofBce to credit his 
account or the amount of the bills that are so drawn ? 
— It is the course of the navy office, and of the dif* 
ferent offices, whose boards cirayv upon the treasurer of 
the navy, to give the treasurer credit for the full 
amount of chose assignments. 

Are those bills payable at sight, the instant they are 
presented ? — They are, excepting the ninety day biUs, 
which are never presented till the day they are due. 

Are all the other bills payable to the payees at sight? 
-—They are. 

Is it competent to them to c^l and receive money 
whenever they think fit ? — It is. 

If any delay takes place, or any balance remains 
unclaimed for any period of time, is that entirely the 
act of the holders of the bills ?-**It depends entirely 
upon the holders of the bills, or upon other causes not 
dependant upon the treasurer of the navy. 

Is the fund that is thus assigned considered as re- 
served for their use during thatinterval P'— I understand 
that admits of different opinions ; it is certainly my 
opinion that it is the property of the holders of the 
bills. / . 

From the moment the list is received of the bills 
assigned, you are understood to say, that the treasurer 
must be ready to satisfy them when called for? — He 
certainly may be called upon. I beg to explain, thaj; 
I have said, there never has been any delay of a pay^ 
rnent of a navy or victualling bill , but there is another 
description or bills, which are not called navy or vic- 
tualling bills, which I did not advert to at that time. 
All navy or victualling bills are drawn assignable out 
of a certain $ura of money received at the exchequer 5 
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as long as that fund lasts the bills are drawn from that 
fund ; but there is another description of bills, not to 
a great amount, which are drawn upoq the general 
fund of wages, without specifying any particular sum; 
and when the fund under the head of wages has been 
low, the navy board have thought proper to desire the 
treasurer to cease making payments of those bills until 
a supply under the head of wages should be received 
from the treasury. 

Does that delay in any respect proceed from any 
act either of the treasurer's or his paymaster ? — Not in 
any degree whatever. 

You have been asked, upon drafts made in the 
name of the Right Honourable Henry Dundas, Mr, 
Dunda^, and Henry Dundas, have you discovered in- 
stances which .lead you to believe that the name of 
Mr. Dundas was somctimf^s inserted when the money 
was not for him, nor applied to his use ? — I do not 
recollect having discovered any such instances ; they 
>?rere generally to his use, or collaterally for his use. 

Whether you have not found instances of money 
being directed to be paid in the name of Mr. Dundas, 
which in point of fact was not so applied ? — I have 
found ins-tances, wherein the money was not directly 
paid to Mr. Dundas ; but I have found no instance? 
wherein the money was not in some rpeasure or othe;* 
connected with Mr. Dundas. 

There is an instance on the 24th of July^ I789» tp 
cash paid Henry Dyndas 1,764/. i8s. lod.t — That 
was a transfer in ope of my own accounts to the other; 
the same sum was advanced to Lord Melville in twq 
different sums, and changed to him in my gther accounts 
Vf\X\ Messrs. Covitts > so tha^ it camp doubly charged 
to Mr. Punda5. 

Do you recollect any entry of this nature, " To thq 
Right Honourable Henry Dundas^ act pf parliament 
account, or pay Henry Dupdas account 11,500//* 
Whether inscances do not occur of entries of that 
kind which, in fact were never paid to Mr. Dundas, 
or on his accouut ?— There are entries of that descrip- 
tion, but they are very different from, pay Mr. Dun- 
das J they are, pay Mr. Dundas's new account, v^hich 
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means that they were paid into his new account at the 
bank, or paid into his first account, in which case they 
are paid into his first account at the bank ; there hts 
nanr.e is made use of without his having any connection 
with the money. 

Whether there are not entries to the same effect, 
where it is not the act of parliament account, or the 
new account, but simplicitcr Henry Dundas, or the 
Right Honourable Henry Dundas, without any ad- 
dition ? — I am unable to explain that, unless I knew 
the specific entries ; I should rather apprehend that 
they went to the credit of his account, at the same 
house upon which I drew. 

You are understood to have stated that release to 
have been executed by you in London ? — Yes. 

Was Lord Melville at that time in Scotland ? — He 
was. 

Were any directions given by Lord Melville as to 
the form th^t release, or any particular clause it should 
contain? — None whatever, to the best of my'recol- 
lection. 

An account has been given of your having destroy- 
ed fome books of account ; whether any one book of 
fhat sort was destroyed by any direction, oY any pre- 
vious communication of ic to Lord Melville ? — Nope 
\Vhateyer. 

Was that circumstance ever known, to your know- 
ledge or belief, to Lord Melville, till after the publi- 
cation of the tenth report ?— -1 do not know that hi^ 
lordship ever was acquainted with it before that time ; 
but I pnly speak froni knowledge, because I may have 
communicated it to his lordship sooner. I do not 
recollect the particujar tjme when I communifcated it 
to bis lordship. 

Are you quite sure that it was long after the books 
were in fact destroyed, that the circumstancp was 
communicated to Lord Melyille ? — Perfectly so. 

Was the mode in which you kept your account with 
Mr. Coutts, and the mixture of private and public 
money, entirely your own act, without any knowledge 
pf Lord Melville ?— It was an act entirely my own, 
wd Lord Me}ville never had ^ny knowledge whatever 



of the manner in which I kept my accoant at Mr. 
'Coutts's. 

Whether the destruction of the books of account 
by you was done in the least for any purpose of con- 
cealment or benefit to my Lord Melville ? — I had not 
Lord Melville's interest in contemplation at the time I 
destroyed the books. 

Had you any money transaaions with Mr. Sprot ? — 
J have had considerable transactions with Mr. Sprot. 

Were any one of those transactions ever commuriir 
cated to Lord Melville ; or was ever the least benefit 
derived to his lordship from them ?^ —I do not believe 
that Lord Melville ever had the smallest knowledge 
of my .transactions with Mr: Sprot ; nor did he derive 
any advantage from them. 

.State, generally, without entering into detail, v^hcther 
tiie use which you made of that public money to your 
own emolument was to a very considerable amount r — 
It certainly was to what I call a considerable amount;. 

Was it a use made commonly from month to month? 
—It was. ^ 

You were understood before, to have stated, that the 
whole benefit derived from all that use of the publip 
money that went on from month to month, wafe exclu- 
sively your own P---A1I excepting the sums which I 
have stated to have been advanced by Lord Melville ; 
upon which, I do not know that any profit was made, 
excepting as far as I have explained. 

Was not the diff^erence between the bank balance 
and the official balance created by money drawn by 
you from time to time from the bank, for the purposes 
you have before ftated ? — The whole was included in 
that difference. 

At the time Lord Melville went out of office in 1 800, 
were there more balances due upon. the ex-treasurer's 
accoant of 1782, the first treasurershipj, and the firsf 
part of the second treasurership ,• did they, together, 
amount to more than io,oooi. ? — I think they each 
exceeded 5,000/., consequently, they must hav^ col- 
lectively exceeded 10,000/.: but only a few hundreds, 
it was about 11,000/., I believe. 

Had any part of that sum, during all that period. 
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been ever wanted for the public service ? — Certainly 
not, to the'bcst of my recollection. 

Was there, to your knowledge or belief, any d^lay 
in passing the accounts of the ex-treasurers, so as to 
retain that balance in their hands ? — There was -a 
great delay in passing the accounts, but not at all 
proceeding from the treasurer or the paymaster. 

What was the cause of that delay ? — From the 
necessity of a co-operation between the clerks of the 
navy office and the pay office ; the navy office had- 
thought proper to withdraw their clerks from the 
business of making up the accounts of the ex-trca-. 
^urer, in order to send them to the out-ports, and 
otherwise to disperse them in the current business of 
the office ; and the treasurer found himself under the. 
necessity of doing the same things. 

Was Lord Melville, if these obstacles had not oc- 
curred, at all times ready to pass his accounts ?— The 
passing the accounts, I understand to be the mak- 
ing up the accounts, which iid not depend upon- 
Lord Melville. 

Whether the quantum of the balance issued to the 
treasurer, at any time, depended in the least ypon any. 
net either of Lord Melville or hfs paymaster? — Cer- 
tainly not. 

Was any one act, at any one period, during the 
whole time of Lord Melville's treasurership, done by* 
either him or his paymaster, to augment those ba*. 
lances? — It was not in the power of either of us to ' 
augment the balances, by ar^y act that we could have 
done, and consequently neither of us ever, to my 
knowledge, committed any act so as to producq that- 
effect. ^ . .. / 

During the whole period was the actual quantum of: 
official balance fairly and properly communicated to 
the boards ? — The office returned accounts every? 
fortnight to the different boards, in which the balanc^ 
of the treasurer was stated, and they were regularjyi 
made acquainted with it. 
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Re-examined ly the Managers. 

Whether Lord Melville ever transacted any part of 
the business of the Pay Office, or gave any directions 
whatever concerning it ? By business, is meant the 
ofHcial business of the payments and receipts ? — I was 
going to make that distinction j thac in the actual ex- 
ecution of business Lord Melville seldom or ever inter- 
fered ; but he paid attention at all times to the repre- 
sentations of difficult cases, and proposals that were 
made for improving the business of the office. 

Were any representations ever made to him con- 
cerning the office payments or receipts, in the ordi- 
nary course of business of the office, and not with a 
view to any new regulations? — In the ordinary course 
of the office no communications were made to Lord 
Melville ; but in any extraordinary cases, such as I 
thought it was necessary to represent to Lord Mel- 
ville, 1 did not fail to do so. 

Of what nature were those cases ? — ^There are such 
variety that I can scarce mention them ; but if any 
person made a claim that he was not strictly entitled 
to, or that some doubt had arisen upon it, if Lord 
Melville was near the office, 1 commonly applied to 
him to know what I ought to do upon such an oc- 
casion. 

Did you, on these occasions, submit the books of 
the office to his lordship ? — If the cases required it I 
did. 

Did such cases often occur ?-^Very seldom. 

Did you ever pay any money into the hands of Lord 
Melville personally ? — I do not recollect having done 
so. I may have paid his salary once, or small sums 
of 2o/. but I do not recollect any particul^-rs respect- 
ing it. 

Did you ever receive from Lord Melville any money 
into your own hands which required a receipt? — I 
have received money from Lord Melville, but I do 
not recollect ever having given his lordship a receipt. 

To what amount were these sums which so passed 
from hand to hand from the treasurer to the pay- 
master ? — I have only an impression upon ray mind 



' ^ 79 

that I have received considerable sums from Lord 
Melville, but do not recollect the particulars of any* 

The last question applied to payments made to 
Lord Melville ? — I beg to have the question repeated, 
as I misunderstood it. 

Did you ever pay to Lord Melville personally any 
sums of money which required a receipt from his 
lordship? — I do not think I ever paid any sums so 
large as to require a receipt, excepting that 1 paid his 
salary in one instance: I find his lordship received it, 
and then he would sign the office receipt for his 
salary. 

* Did he sign such an office receipt ? — The whole is 
but a faint impression upon my mind. If I presented 
it for his signature, no doubt he signed it; but I do 
not recollect the particulars. 

' You stated that Lord Melville was inattentive to his 
private affairs ; before that you stated that Lord 
Melville actually signed all the private accounts pre- 
sented to him ; did those accounts contain a history of 
your private money transactions ? Did you give a pro- 
per account of the history of those private transactions 
in the accounts so delivered to Lord Melville, which 
he was in the course of siofning?-^! did. 

Did Lord Melville alv/ays sign them ? — I do not re- 
collect any instance to the contrary. 

Was the bond which was stated yesterday to have 
been given for 4,00b/. in an early part of your con- 
nection with the Treasurer of the Navy, given up or 
kept by you ? — I believe it was given up and de* 
stroyed. It is so many years ago, that I do not re- 
collect exactly what became of it: 1 believe it was 
given up. 

Upon what occasion was it given to Lord Melville? 
— From payments having been made upon that ac- 
count which exceeded that 4,000/. in which case I 
did not think it was proper to keep the bond. • 

Was the account stated and balanced accurately at 
the precise time at which the bond was given up? — * 
I believe it was not : I do not recollect that it was. 

Is the court to understand, that the account cutrent 
of a sum^ i'n which account that boixd applied, and 
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which i\xm formed the first item of that account, wds^ 
still an open account current at the time the bond was 
given up ? — ^I belive it was. 

When Lord Melville gave orders or directions to 
you to pay money on his account, did he specify at all 
out of what fund that money was lo be paid ?— I do 
not recollect any instance rn which his lordship so 
specified. 

Was there any difference in the Mode of Lord 
Melville's application to you at the times when he 
wished money to be debited to him in the account 
ciffrent, and at the times in which he wished money 
to be- debited to him in the chest account. 
, The question was objected to, by the counsel for 
the Viscount Melville. 

Question by Managers. — Did Lord Melville ever mak e 
any distinction in his mode of application to you, 
when you were to debit his account in one or the other * 
way ? — In manner, I conceive his lordship did. 

What was his manner or mode of speaking and ad- 
dressing you at the time that you understood he 
wished to have money debited in the account current* 

The question was objected to, by the counsel for 
the Viscount Melville. 

The Managers for the Commons and the Counsel 
were informed, that to put the question whether Lord 
Melville ever did direct any money to be debited fo his 
chest account, would be a fit preliminary question, 

. QueUion by Managers. — Did Lord Melville by any 
Wor(|s, or any mode suggest, or in any way ever con- 
vey to you an intimation, that he wished a certain sum 
of money advanced to him, should be debited to hin^ 
inr his account current ? — I can only speak in general 
terms, as different circumstances would of course at- 
t^d different payments upon that account, and in 
speaking in those general terms, I say Kis lordship 
would probably enter into an explanation of monies 
v^ich he expected to receive soon, and under that 
impression he requested me to accommodate hini. 
with a sum, they seldom y^ere large sums, until such 
tipes as payments came into his hands 3 I only speak 
that in general terms. 



t .-Wljen sM^h request had been, coaveycd to yoy, to 
•wbicK.of/tbiise .two accQiiats you. havc^ stated to be 
opened between Lora Melville and. jourscu, was that 
^oney debited ?-:-The accoyut current. \^ , / ' 
;.- W^'s^ thcir^ any other mpde of*appUcat\9n described 
<iXi the 'way I .be^re ,dQ§^d|ped ^tg you, w'hen Lord 
^Melville '';wished it^ ta ,l)p^^(3let)iied to any 'otHer^ ac- 
fjoiint?rr-Icaa to'.thi^' quCjStj^^ ^Isp only^ answer ip 
general * terms^ .^ ^i^ .iprd^pijj ^geacrally req\4ire<;i ^ 'that 
-MJlchr'f^;&um.,o^pJ9l^^cy spQ^^ paid vylthout '.conning 
^p.any expla^^^uoti jW*\(h /iip*at4n'up(}ntl^c Subject. 



Did you ever make any remolistrajice'Jypafa" the 
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'bjr'Ininttng Jrfo 'e6rCiiiik pm)^ dndier e«HMiii*llH«i- 
libns when I should hjive teen Very mti^^MtfprfMQ. 
'at It in other isituatiotis. 

Could zny hbdy htfve received your mottey fMk 
'Mark Sprot) Montague Lind, Mnd others, uiilc^ 
'veiled with your ii^ciat authority exdeptitfgyoarieHt 
•<-I conceive tht i&ttic, answer to "apply to this-caiie, 
that I have gtVen to the oMe oftoOntfy ttip|>osM t6 
tOi^el^in dlmandcd from Mr. Ctfutti. 

Could any body haVe |{ad the pemtr of idfirtg ^ 
changthg (he securities takttn by you for ptrt>ti^ 
'inoo«y, uHlet^ 6)Mi<iifi6ally tppit^ by ^oui^^-Mi. 
Thoihte Wilson ftad a general aiithotlty wm me. 

Had any other pcfrsofis ?-^I bel!e«>e litrt ; I A^ttA 
;itconect any other. 

, Had the Trwstirttr 6f the Navy liiteitflf^afty '||lvijn 
«aCh6rity, vesting hitn With the power '6ftonftrt3iuKng 
yolir privpi<^ ittoufes, 6f 'th<i s<(ct(ritlt:s'tiikito ^JfyoQ ^^ 
'a9^out|t ^ th^se pti^ite or publfe ttadtHfcs MNoMe. ' ' 

Did tiord M^Wnie re^y the tamiy to 'ftiu Vkfi 
>^tcb s,oM/. East Ilidta Stock Sn Tf9;i Vriis pui^ 
«h«ced> or did that fhdw^ fontr s part of thrateptlint 
cuirent between you, 611 the Jfinal dose of th«t'»9- 
bouiit in the year iBbo ; the East Itklia Stock 'boUj^hc 
'being ft^oeis/ Ind the.^thase ittoney 4,0001. ?-M( 
^lacM that sum to the debit of JLerd^Melvfflie*s^i(o 
Count current abd I believe erdry faan of ^^tetfiiiess 
Vnust know, that when pi^taenx* «re ottKie iip&tt 'ttuk 
accotmt current^ itis knfOMibte to say wfMt'|Miitlc«i!ser 
suQi wsft so 1^. 

Whetber ihere was ai^ ^cific sum of moaeyMp- 
rpi»EMi«^»l By l^rd' MdVitte to tht 4&<:faarg« tit llitt 
"wecific sumM do not itocdifeWMy. 

If all tiie nu»ey bad been nccoiidiliig <lo tfacdi- 
iiectiODs of tW a jtn <^ the lUng, and such wt inraro- 
lidbre event had taken piaice iui tk^ hihm «rthe 
'btak, should you have coniii$«red yot<rs«4Ft<^poinlbl<» 
falriU raaney^ left te the Bank of finigftuifl, acconl- 
W to 4a^ set ^ padiament ?~I should inot: 

JV«d4tlKlci^- vbtttti iidiOt^ ttave hifcome Insol- 
.v«it.<slmiUi fouhavc cOmilflired youtn^'as'respon- 
«Se fo^thtt iiie of the suA bm ty that Mure ?-^ 
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cmfett iiMfffipAmi^ I lookad 19011 the oircam* 
tianeeimpotsthk. 

Supposing $iich a raj impiobtble ereitt as the 
fiiilure of Coutta' house had taken place, had 3rou al 
that time tuy fyttvmt of your own, hy^ which you might 
ham made good sock a sam )«^That depends ^entirely 
upon the balance that was in Mr, CoMtts' hands at tiiat 
time* 

Supposiog the balance had amounted to gofiooL 
had jtott- any aoch patriEnfaility in such a caiecif re- 

ying it ?— Until very late years I do not think that 

had a fortune that could have made good diat loss ; 
of kite years I couM have made good that loss, as myt 
£>rtune cxpeeds it bf perhaps can or fifteen thousiind 
pouncls^ and no more* 

- When you came into the Nairy Fay Ofice, what 
was your private fortune, exclusive 9f your !ndary ? .. 

What vms wur fortune, indepeodiesit of your saHuyi 
at ihe time or your appomtment to the offioe of pay** 
mxuttaf So the treasoner of the navy i^-^l do not Mcol* 
kct aecurajbely, but certainly not great ; not ptrhi^ 
fxceeding one or two thouuaid pounds. * .^ 

<Haive y^ou had any gaeat accnaaolaiion of fortune 
by any eyeot indepeiylaot of your nluation as j^yi 
Hiastdr of the navy r^ haft md costtideaaMe aocjut* 
ailions* by tnheritaace. 

To what amount? — I was g<Mi^; to* tjq^aim le 
was caassderaUe k> pvopoirtion to my fortune, although 
iaaaay notbejoin the eyes of maoy peopla* ; I «up^ 
poae lomcwheipe betwieen six and seven tiiousiuMt 
pounds. 

. Is 4thal the cstcut of your accumulation of .festune^ 
independant of'sahit/yDu derived in Otte way or othtv 
from the navy «uf oSicti^^ valso hSKi an aoquMott 
of ibrtpnr, sasall 1 must cost^Ms, by carriage. ^ 
' ;To wfagt ammat^I aoppose about dun* d^om^ 
sand pounds^ 

: :4Vhett did 4hb 4sa|irfsitk» by your aunjtte ake 
place ^''^Part of it ujpon: tty mafriage in pa yMtf 

^hen 4ld the other ac<)ttisjtioas take pfaiat^^ Ae 
largest quantity of tiiem ^-^At the daath W asy lira- 

ca 
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the question, from not being able .tfr . tnals^eftup vnyt 
miod as tO/tbe 'distancesof timaf ^Mcrmightbtteiglit^or 
ten years, a^./ .• r n •.' I '• r\- * \ -• 

: What nnght /yplir apcqnisition iititipon that.iocca^ 
siodi?rf-7-I inmrited by- eneih£i;s4biiidf five thousand 
pounds.- ;.-.j^''j .-:>. f.i ..»-/ ^^*:* ■; * ..'i ; - ' 

How much by the other ? — I cannot tell how much'; 
because it ca^oe^into my handsrartf diffeficnt times; < 
- Was it /as much as five .thousan|d pounds ?-t*^JU was 
Qot. • ' •;-•''• •• '•— ; ; 

• r.Was. it as much as three thousand pounds ?-rrIt 
may be^'but I do not kuosvi. « ( 
. . Are.yx)u. in ' Possession; pEaay, landediproperiy .?.-h-I 
am. ... 

; Is'LordMeiyiIl& acquainted with that:fact?.-^I .be- 
lieveihe is. . i . . •• . 

, , Was .he acquaitited with , that fact at the. felme the 
acquisition of iaftided. property took place> x>r. thefre* 
at)outs ? — I purchased, oiy Ja'nd at four;or five difiierent 
times.; I do : not! kDow , that .bis. lordship was: ao 
q.uainted with .cbdn pficcha^e. . i ^ . : • > 

r Was Lord MefWiilie ^norallyjiGquainted that you 
had become airman of landed property in Scotland? 
-!^Ipnssume.h<^ii^li; forahbbugh it is not a great pur- 
chase, yet it is not so insignificant, as to have escaped 
bis lordship.'s ru3tijf»; I- ' ,:,.,. . a' 

i .What: 00 yoa conceive Co ^.th^ amount of.jimr 
propetty.at thcf moa;ient r-^I haid . lOCQasion^ about a 
]^ear ag<>i tQ.m^kt up .a ^tatemral of my .property ; 
and at that time, I valued it at what I considered ta 
be a very 'feirrwliifittooj at about >5:i^coc^.'.or 5^,000/. ; 
W it .^35 so JMT^^idwas not to 7pf!odm:e. me an in* 
«piir)0 of n>pv^thid «gtod^r-pe«^houf9<^ y , . .; 1 . 

Has t]i^.44kr|! ^ ^j»pr)mtox bCitik^ pavy Uten 
iacre^sfd. .CPi»idllfi&fely-.^p^Me^y^ imwoc. Drigihally dp- 
pointed to it? — It has. .z:. .. : ., ! ..: i 
« Tjo wj^i . jtimnM^t ?-^Td. ih») .wai: f jof . 8qo/. ; J>er 

Did that ificrease take' place ^bofore Lord Melville 
teft the ^office in the year 1800 P-rrlt took |)laceat that 
veiy time, I believe. ) 
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^ T)td :ft take place at the time, or imiAediately after 
Lord Melville left the office ? — I do not know whe- 
ther the first payment of my' salary commencedbeforc 
6r after. ; * ■ 

. Did;ii ^ake place before the ist of January 1800 ?~- 
I believe riot. i . ' ^ 

Whether drafts upon the bank of Englihd are, in 
your estimation, effects as valuable as drafts upon th^ 
house of Mr. Couhs ?— It depends upon who makes 
the draffs, I take it. : - . 

s- Supposing always, that the person who makes those 
drafts upon the one or the other has effects in the 
hands. CH that one or other person, and that he does 
not exceed in drawing the sum for which he h^s 
chedttirn Supposing 'you have ro,ooo/. in the b'ank, 
ttnd 10,000/. in /the hands of Mr. Coutts, and you 
were to give a draft to one person for 5,000/. on tfii 
bank^ aridtix> abotber fo^:,^,ooo/. oh Mr, Courts, should 
you thiijk your draft on the bank would be answered 
is readily as tBe-draft on Mr. Coutts ?-^I should cer- 
tainly consider it of equal value. ' .: , • ; 
f You have stated in answer to a xjuestion xxpon the 
cross-examipation of the learned counsel, who aske4 
you, whether the.lffavy pay office had been renioved 
during your payniasterBhip, from ^ Broad Street mthc 
Vicinity of the bank, to Somerset Place, which isat i 
greater distance from the bank, what were the Qstial 
©ififial hours, while you were paymaster, according to 
the common routine: of business, when business begarf 
in the morning, and when it ceased in the .afternoon ? 
*T»-From ten* tHl'» four o'clock were the. hours of iat- 
teiidance 5 but the payments, I believe )stoppcd 
sooner. I * '' : ; r . 
. At what hour' did thepaymcnts stop?-— LbcJieve 
generally at two ; but as I was not id the habit of 
making. payments myseif, I speak ! from the genera) 
habit of the office. ' • ! n ; .:i 
. , Do you know at what hour of the day paymehts 
peaseatthcT bank of England? — I do not know, r rtis 

Did you confine yoi^r use of the public money td 
such siiftis only as . wette- wanted for. official "convc* 
ni€^Cei>-i>dooot OOTiiprehemiithoijuestioii^ \ biCi 
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' Tod stated upoit your crd5s4exa!T«h!8tioffi^ ihii \ht 
ar^rage balance of the assigned add uridsLitritd tnant^ 
was about 143,000/. ; did you confine yoorsi^lf at all 
times to the use of the sum of 143,000/, oaljr?«^*l 
did net; that is to say, I had greater soms out of the 
bank, and in Mr. Coutts*s hands, and elsewhew. 
. When tlfese sums were sb out from ttie Utnk^ d^d 
l^ou aJways take care to have ^c larga" fmn iof iSMM 
m the hands of Mr. Coutti for tlic'furposi of va^ 
swering official demands?— ^I have! siatM,1$kt th4 
f^hdle of it^ as for as I can recollect, paM^ i^dis^ll 
Mr. Comts'$ hand; but I do not mean to i«i^,thatii 
remained in Mn Coutt*s hand till the {^ajriiti^ wa» fc^ 
^ired. V 

^ Did you confine yourself to the ai|jri|i lllligncdf}^ 
Hfirays., in drawing t^on the bank for yo^ ovcipfhgta 
Use ?— I did not. . ^ » 

'- Did you ever take any pains Co inqufne into tM 
Average amount of these unassigned ciaimSy befona 
your calculation with Mr. Canning ?'»*•! cuBot say I 
ever did. 

' When did that operation of the cfalculatiois bctwieeo 
yotl and Mr. Cannings then take place* or wbere^ 
l^bouls ?-*About March last year, I presume. " 
• Ob what account was that calculaticMi made?^«« 
From the subject having become a matter of conai* 
deration with Mr. Canning. ' 

: Was it a matter of consideration with you alse tl 
^at time ? — I did it more to assist him in his views 
Ihan having any myself. 

DW you ilways consider the state of ytmr accouftk 
it Mr, Coutts's when you. drew out' money for youf 
qwn purposes? — I cannot say that I did. I rat)k^ 
^nsidered the balance that was in the bank, and c6^ 
cciving it to be lai^tr than would probably be de-^ 
Inanded at an earlier period,, I withdrew some jHtrt of 
It, and put it into the hands of Messrs. Coutts* 
V»*Has youraccouht at Messrs. Goutts*s ever beeil it 
an average below tbe unassigned part ?-^Viry often) 
I have overdrawn Mr. Coutts's house. 
- Have you' ever overdrawn that account P-n-i have*' 

Did you ever. give, a draft on the house of Gbttits b 



ba«^ gi^n upon the bank of Engiand for thft »mi^ 
Mb^acfioUBlaatti?^! do not ttoolitct that I evrc did ; 
iHit m tfao tBidtiplicity of ptjMiMots. that appMr qc^ 
tliesr accouia^ 1 b^w I Aall.Qot bo urgMto m$k^ 
fpoptfic aiavcra to sudi sptQific queatiot^^ 

Did yoacver in your omcial situation give a pdcee oC 
^apor of any draoripltooy a. draft upon, any bpdy^.or 
ii^ bouses puiportitig to, bo adiaft for a frwtianiil ol 
payment bclrar om pottodT-rfJl do*, not looollcct thM 

- Did jpoii owrianie ao^low i| Mm imA drnft to any of 
|poiirsub-ac€OuolamaaaiXi^^?«nIaarmiiain9 halaooQii 
m aoeottnrof tibe aub ac€Ountwtft» 1 aaay^jivovdonoiso^ 
kut i4laMt aacoiloct tbt ciwttmattmco^ 
M^^Dfd you oatr* iaaue to.any <^youf subracooufitanfti 
• draft ofaolowa sum at 10/. for the- pui^oae of iti 
]»abig In^iatdialcly. pafd^ oim of tke payaea ' baving nm 
imaiediala olaioa i^pooi that fund ?«*-»! da boc teaoatet 
Imiiiaf dma n. 

Did you «»er make paymenta to the payeoa of the 
iMury omLYa^ualiiog. bfttst except thnwgb your Qib« 
jieoowtanta?-^! do not think. I eyev did^ 

Did vooi, niiMa pa^aoaster of the navyt make your 
jameaoiif to the soD^accountanta P^-r-I generally did* 

At what time in the morning did you actually take 

Cur aeat i» tbt office?—*! beHeve I was pret^ puno 
d in mf attendance at tbo ofiice at the oi^ce hour^ 
nt ten o'clock. 

Did die wb-aeeooataad upon your takin|| your 
aeat Moe with the bahnora regulariy to you m the 
couiso oftbe oiice» witbaigiaed mi»t coming from ttv 
M^ board for eacbday ?*^Tkey fooeraUy aid so, but 
iNit nmSomiif^ 
Wat It tbeir oidintry routine of duty to to doBp>« 

Wat it the practice ol tbo payma&ter at that tniit 
m Jiwe to tbe tubtaaaoositants drafts tor the libok 
«ftba oiofairwhkb sm^fat bo dairoodundor^ad- 
timaitntaad UstiaMob wu to aent ftom tkf n«rir 
mt^f^l ^^fKmlfy ^^ioedthelbUtuin>vin»)«$i[i finuM 



could assist that payment : .. » — . ,.,;...,..,( 

« Did you 'learn from the pracjtice of:rfiei.6ffiae^%.wh»ft 
wafs lik^v to be the denoandupon'tbeasignfiieiitif 
which HSight be claimed, aD($ a list of vi^hsclt :wss pmU 
sented to you> and regalat(^ yoar pran:iici»acx93rdihg^. 
^Ldid. . • : vj: '/ .'.I 

; Did yt>ti continue in your office liible't0;be> oaUis^ 
Hpdn by any sub-accountant, to whom yogr had: i^ofc 
i^^d a sufficient sum^n^diemornuif , till A&hmxt at 
which the payment ceased in the navy pay .dffiiSe?-^ 
I ekher remained mys^tf; or left some poraoci Mtho« 
rized to carry on that part'of my duty. , : ii../' 

. J>id'-youj .afte« Mr. fimhurst had tdireoted the roi 
moval of money fromCoufets's- to: the hank, Tcs&niiiud 
to rdgulate your practice and^modtr^fpaynKnt bylthe 
same practice i — It does not strike me^ <hat therein 
any^ considerable .deviation, eKceptki]^ gfantiag' a ^dkt 
sum in the monfiing than perhaps I siuMild ii^ve dooft 
if the account had remained at Mr. Coattafs^^whcawi . 
could have recourse to a second supply noiejeasilyi 

'Could yop not have'had recoursru) aseMnidmippljri 
by drawing upon the bank as^ mudhla$-t£ th&mooojt 
had;beenfat Mr. Coutts*s?>^l'could.noit.; jy \ ' ^ 
.: For whatteaaon ?-^From the<distailcc.b^tiw}oeft'tJ!i^ 
bank andthe pay office*; a :-.i i. . . :> .tUij^ *A 
-'..Did any interruption Of ^hiadcance takcpiBtieitQiibc 
business of the office^ aft^r the xndatty iw^\ oariied 
back from Messrs. Coutts's to the bsihkfi^Irifort^ 
)iaw that. a:hindrance»;mi^ht occurs eod I>lbobi€S^re 
td i obv^iate it,, by granting /the 'baiaacdsiibllGrcchati;)! 
inight Have done, hsd k neixiailQed at^Mi. Cohl^s>sic;o;> 
! Was any payee. ^yerdekyed^.for .ajmStaeait bjr/feite 
money being at the bank ? — 1 do not reqbJtectianyjiar 
^anceofit. ..■ tJ/.i^j^-! v.; il'.r..> .. / ..7 

After the money was restored to the bank .ii^.thi 
section o^^Mn Bttb^rssqfivioroatke.idrafits lipaivvthe 
^orikr drai^vn by yoii cmntheo«9SHdi£prmf diilri»i^t\tl* 
-fiaticitrst'a treaaurershifii jiigim.tbe^vdr^fisoapaafttW 
^hwk fi^eciacl}! in. che: ismoe ftonihas) >>thdssdrato(i»d 



> 
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1 Now»^ith regard tevtbe^.y^ttooiLtHrefpericeqMQr 
duofid &tk)iek^. you stated.tlMU;vyqift h^ x^att^tA a &uni 
of 4,000/., on account of Lord MelviHex'4n4 to'hist 
credit, Whioh you tho^^ht propen withwtf 4i?ectigns 
from LapdJS4clviilc^to irivestiiBr s^ck /on l^f^r Mejw 
vUie^s nitenrstr; lati tk^ tioaieiypii rQ<:eiv^4'^M^i4>cQoA 
on Lord Melville's account, witb ifsdiichyoQ puf€base4 
f^omoL three per crnt/>r©diiced'aiittttiti«i9,ifpr.L^rd 
M«}villeVbeodfit, M^ac.fw<^a:tbe c^tt W l^c^d Alel^ 
vijiie^s chost^apoounte? onftvvbifihisic|e was th(c;l)a^n^e?r 
m^i do nota£Go)tect:tfaat Ix^veTj jspecifi^d (h^t^ I'h?4 
iroceired asamrof'4iGK3cA u^ersuchfcifp^(ny4tance6«' , 
^ 'Ydu stated »yefiterd^ymp^»>))(>ur Qros$-<xam^aa^QiKit 

thai; wheAlyW^pui3chatk4i7«X)(id/*^ tkt.c^.J^jCi S^9t. reA 
duced annuities for Lord MelvilleV :benefit» that that 
ws «n^ oc€asi^\uf)09>whi(h\^9U hsc€if ed 4)0^. upon 
Lord MelviUe's accoiaiti ^theit^ncH(); Scotland .ar^eW'* 
where ;.'naw it is AW^^^l^tOi^ki^PW whetherj^ at thai 
tiitie you so took upon yourself to, parch.ft$p.istpcii: fpi; 
lx>fd J^lfiUtf s bepefit^^ th^^chis^t a^a^ua^ jp the f|rst 
instance: was or was^iiiMf an fa^Ul^of Lord MeJvilier— < 
Would youjr lotdshjpt uri^h -m^^iQ .answejr .t|iat qu^js* 
ciob- befom : L hare- asceptaioad.wbi^tWer I ^ade that 

:• The fortnen queistkms aod > 4nawer:9 . were then 

Now it is wished to ask at. the time these valui»l>l«t 
effects .9fi IjaarA hSalwiij^s cameii^te ypur handa^i ia 
3isba£, state did the, two aoHiunts betw^i^en yourself 
and Lord Melville stand; and. it. is wi>l>ed fir^t tq 
poiot ycwjr attcntioa ta the che^j: account^ which jou ia 
cuery instance have scatexl to be against, Lor4 M^h 
rilk ? — I hope your lordships wiU. e^^cps^?. P.^^.te rc't 
verting to what I said before, that I do not fin(i.tha| 
thc.sttmio£4^Dob/i:was.'^cifiedfc :. ..> .; 

•Was it not a 4,000^ from Mr/Camerpn ?-*^I doj not 

fecdllecKjthercirfoufnstanc;^ - < . . ; ^ 

:: When rany^sufUi of ^on^y, which yQU deslg/isleAJa 
tb$ way you did yesterday, came into your b^nds, wi^ 



sum of stock was purchased, was Lord Melville's cb^ai^ 
aeeount ill kit fsMoaror.agdlDsthini^ii^I beKw^ the 
heAtkitd # (Jfe* clbst acooiiat at t)»lr time sisMd) agatti^ 
kis'lbrcbhl)). * 

Did the account cormni general)^ or uiuaUf ,. or £on 
diemoMI pirC dbiifig' tile time' itfwastOpen, stand againsii 
i^^ffd MMville P^^tt did's tMrt I d^ not icoMn whetikf 
it dW at* that time or •or* 

^ Yeu< stat^' ]fEtM»i$etf )NMWfday to hvie Iweo aMmie^ 
bdldler Of iiaTy ttiite duriii|^ the limr yoa vnm/p^ 
ifMil^ eft^tnmy^; I am «iow nftmng t* tl»* as^ 
inntf d^'the pubfit; motkey in^ jiour bands*: ^ wew ]iai» 
at 111^ time, duritig^ the time im wtre paymaster of 
the MV}^, a holster of ai Gcrtaan quanlitjr oritaiif bilk I 
-^I have hekt nan^^ bUte dnrbg^ (ke time I' was- ]M^^ 
niastev. '.,.«■ 

' Do ytnifr recolfeet th«t ymi weae holisr laf *eertM« 

Stsantity of navy l^ at the time iriiea theyibtl to a 
rscotint ^-^i believe FheM vt^f biik at the timo thi^ 
came id a disceyiit* 

Did you borrow a sum of moiiqF> f»^ puifMOt^f 
making oflki^li payments at tke time that naxy btkU 
^ereso at a discountj that yoe migbt keep^thpaai IhUs 
imsold?^ — A» I cofice^v^d it to be mumterat wliediai 
I paid the public drafts by money taken out o( out 
pockety or taken out of another^ I qertainly VoirDwe4 
inonev at the time that I found I couU not sell «y 
tiavy Dills without a loss. ..... . 

' Did that fact take place, that yon made that^lcmi i 
-*-^I hate reason to believe it dk), althoii|;k I diaacfit 
d|stiflpt)y recollect it, , ..... 

Had the sub-accountants of the navy pay oflio0 9C^ 
'cpunt§ at M^ssrs^ Coutts, at the same time that yon 
had yoi^ accoi^nt as paynu^ster of the navy ?-<^Tkey 
had. 

Was it with your approbatfofi thi^t diey had sneh^O' 
eouris? — It was* » ,. . 

^Vas it also by your Faoommendatio» tktt tbi^ 
had tho^ accooQ^ ? — I l^elieve ki most- Imtanpe^ \% 
Was* ■ * ' . • ... . ^ ^ . .. « -...4 
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" wis* it by your direction or softcitation fliat ttiey had 
those accounts ?— :I beg to make a distinctbn betVeeft 
4htitfi6n and tolicitation. 

By youf toficttation ?— *•! very ^probably might solfcit 
iif but not in very humble terms j I mean to say that f 
did not insist upon it. * 

t^tdany dne '6f them e<pres^ a reluctance to twn$- 
fttritig his afceount, or any part af it, from the Bank of 
En^fond to the house or Messrs. Coutts ?-^I do noi 
T«*c9tect that they did ; Mr. George Swaffield has told 
mtthikt^t did, bu* I do not recollect it. 

Toil stated yesterday, upon the cross examination df 
tflf*» leari^ed counsel, that when the million of money 
was placed in the hands of Messrs. Coutts, that ir was 
foir the purpose df accommodafing the payees at the 
weit cfmi ot the town : when the million was placed at- 
Mf. Coutts*s for that purpose, were* the paymenti 
llHidef by your own drafts on JMfr. Coutts to eacn Iridi- 
Tidtl^ payee, or did you issue your drafts' to thie sub^ 
liCiMiJnlantl a$ tuual; and the payees resort to them £ts 
listtal for payment ? — I stated that as one of the ob^ 
itfeti ^diit 1 bad m view, but I carried on f he'J)aym0nt$ 
m the same manner; I transferred a sum of, I thitiki 
4t^,oeto/. iii ft few days to one atcountant, and 400,669/. 
k> itfothefj to their accounts at Mr. Coutts*s, and the^ 
ptid^tbe payees of Ihc biHs^^ by their own drafts upoA 
thdr owh accounts at Mr. Cdutts's. 

* Was there any dHferehcc as to those specific sums^ 
or wat it not tarried on in the same manner a& the 
other accounts between you and the sub-accountants |^ 
t-*-I do hoi know any other difference, t^ctpt iti the 
great hurry which took place. Which always rendered 
mote arrangement nbciessary. 

* Did that arrangement ro to supersede the ordinal^ 
loutim of the office wif9i the sob-accountant^ Turrit difl 
not } and I do not know that the ordinary routine wai( 
iMerrupced at that time. 

When Mr. Bathurst gave directiona cd you ** piy- 
nl^asrer to remove the eash from Mr, Couttti^s tdihe 
bank, did'yoU remonstrate upon that scbjict f — t n^vef 
madie toy objection to Mr. Bathurst^s ordens, bift i 
{Ctfrtakily i)M$ tbe liberty to argue iipdii tte iubjeet. 



( Dicl your /arguments, prievail with Mr. Batliuuitt — 

They did not. . .-. ^ ' * . 

Had you ever any discussion of the same sort with 
Ijord Melville as 'that which you had with Mr. &a- 
^urst ? — I d0.n9t i^coUect ever having haid.any ^uch 
discussion. 

When a draft. vib%. drawn upon the house of Mr. 
<^outts> the produce of which was to be paid into thft 
public cash at. the bank, was not there always a dis* 
tinguishing mark, such as A. P.^ Act of Parliament ac* 
count, or some other, by which you could. distingyishs 
when referring to your accounts, that such jiraft tVas 
made for a public purpose ?—I do not know pf: any 
such mark. . , ^ " 

Vou were cross-examined by the learned coop^l 
i^9terclay as. to a particular marlj^. on one. of )5pw 
drafts>.of A# P.. or something of that sprt ?-^One of.tbi? 
Accounts of tiie treasurer of the navy. is designated >aQ< 
ic^pariiaipent account ; and when I xjlre w a cnecl^ p%/^ 
S8pl^ u|>on that account, I would say payaM^ tp act 
pFparhanoent account : but it does not. fallow that Jl 
applied it to a payment on accoupj f^tht?Qt of p^i^r^ 
liament account, though 1 gave it that n^me. : 

Was that money so drawn by you; from. .Mr. Dup^. 
dass act of . parliament account ^pe^ified; tipoa fit 
jCponejr^ which you meant to applj; to,your ov^n.JJri* 
vate emolument ? — I did not : every particular ffmn 
that i& drawn there is attended with pai:f icji^Ur qiarovm* 
Stances, apd I can give no general a^awior .ta.th^t ge^ 
iieral'.quf^Uon. ,/ - - ^r".u 

' lli|e^4e^n counsel yesterday cross^eigiipiped as to 
the accfjuuts be^qg kept up by th^ ex-tr^sur^rof tb^ 
navy, ana so forth : whether to yo^f knpwle^ge,yoi| 
Jknew ^thejre. was, during ,^hp treasufercifei^p q( Lord-iMel- 
jville^^ail i^ccountant's branch /estjjbri^H^ .in* th^nftv,y 
fficei-^-1 w* . 



P^Jf °TOP ^r'^ iW?. . I. • : ;of: '-.-• 1 .'-••••• : tor: 

Was thatdoae during the tE^fi^yflar^bi^,:!©^ LoftJ 
M^hjileJ-YU was; ..J.; , .y,,,^ ;. .. f. .;t .v. •. ri', > ./ 

^•f 3"\V^ •}f\p^'H^i'^k m^^mvcmim^'f^ni great 



side$s: of. xHe office, whichiwal .^nsacly^fcsf^Shted 

when the war began. .<j.*- . ; ..il -'^ - 

r When did itheVterrttptWHlttf iM^'brahehfcf^ihe 
aocobntanf * ) bbimicM:.takKf tpi^ab^: K^ jMCdny yet*s 'i:^r^ 
but I cannot recollect ti)ic:pteci^«{in4e. -^ ;^i> '-■ j' ^''^^ 

Boydu i»^fcllectrh©W/lo^figi^t^^rc1»oh•jIi'theMt!^ Ex- 
ecution of its office i—^ do not pretis^ly iwcftllcct; 6i* 
I suppose »vcral yeais; ' i ** .!'■ * ;• '?- ^ ■ •' '"^ 
. Do jou< f ecolleot Wh?n it ^wab first drscontinlied ? — ^ 
k has .heeti dificontMued many-^dVs ; bift'tKej^ W^? 
an absolute heoesyitji'fdrjdisvontitiQky^ it *- it- W^* d6i\A 
^ after to 'tseveral-eomuttations and '!<ttoh versa tiah» with 
the navy boards *a»fl was not ar«uggekibtt(o^'rtiihe; or of 
the treasurer. ....;.. ../j --^ * I ' - '-; ^ * •' 1 

VVa3 it first tdiscottdnajd; oti-^ccouftf^of aiW^ sugges-^ 
ti6n,t6;the naVyfboirdvor ih conli^qti^#*e''ftr &ny c<5n- 
^ersations TOthJtlm.^officew^*'66 thit t>^»d?*--Qs fafr «$• 
I rcGoUcct the oircuttstancey itiwas dTfs^nHnuetJfr^rfT 
the navy /b^rd^ iwithtkawing ■>sd\'eraPM5f their^clerki?/ 
who were necessarily eiljpJIoytd^ t^ ^t salile^fitt^ 
s^ness ;. atpd when tstey. \aw€ JwAhdrfaVvff; ifl bec*riic 
necessary for the ^treas«r«r aUo itcv^witlidF^iw his, nif 
tliey w^fe proceedii^ofi>a'bQsinessfthtil''reqi}$l[^d tfien^ 
joint attendance; " ;2ir -: :> "•:; uj^ : •"/ ' :; ; - 

Whether the incyr^se' of ^ buiine5» ih Afe pay oflteier 
was the; reasbn why thdse clcttei ^M^re Witfedfewri • ^rir' 
whetker it was.bocattscche bu^esf; o^ fbe itaVy bdard 
was not able to keep pace wtlJh«^l>e*bui}ineis"of,!h*' 
navy- jpyf office i^t-TnJ^^ ^bothi <>c<(ufred fet'ihe stet^e 
time, hetqause itl wl(s>':to*j^nd defklis doWh''t)oCtK^.outH 

rwrts, iwliith at wtdx^ce$slfy -to' t^'ttd^r'OfnclJodi lofficis J 
found it necessary at last to dirept the accJounfarit tO' 
1tak€iU^n!hiqisdf aoiBuiy out^crf^- tcHv^n, ^t' he'cdl(fd*^ot 
be employed,* I tfaoq^bt, wit>h e^iai^* ady)aiH&ge 'Upon^ 
the treasuittr!s*accodnis ici'town. ..''•! . . • . ' 
r Whmb'cr'Cheuei tofyoirr Iqiowledg^/ existed ia the-* 
Bmk of England at th^ time 'L<^rd Melvtife (}uitte<iP 
tJwJ aavy. pay oflSce,! a balance up<;>n4ii(5 lordj^hlpsf fi^st' 
^x-treaiurer-ship account ?r-^ Yes, ' I believe so; F 
Iciiovr so» il .''.•»■) .il.. •*' 

Do /Qu recollect wheueabout^the *airK>urit of thitf 



H 

as ffkr as I recoUect, the bal^iw exceedied 5,000^ bf 
a few hundreds. 

. Do you know what became of lliat balance u]K>n 
Lord Melville's quitting the offipe ^— I believe LonI 
Melville drew but that Mlance* 

What 4id he da with k nrfam he had drawn it 
out ?— 4ie paid it to me ; it ivas a baiance upon thir 
ex-treasurership ; and, ^ I understood, at that time 
all e»-creaaufcir$ had # right to withdntw the 
9loiQey from the buW or to do with it as .they 
pleased, till the ac^coim^ wesot finally settled. 

Pid Lord MelvUIe pay ik to you /<~He did. 

What did you do wi^ it when Lord MdvHie faM- 
paid it to you ^^I fiiyt parried it to the cre^ of his^ 
account current, ami ^daeo I paid k into the basiu 

Into what accpufot at the baak did frou pay it, 
after you had ^rried it tbroug^ your account cMrroDtf 
*i^I paid it iiMiO the hank 00. account of balance^ 
which I had wst ^ the ImtikMi that ttma, upoft.the 
current accoiiMt ^f die na^« V 

You have /tf^tedtf upon yoiar croia-exaaaixwtk» 
wich remrd |o« the Jast bahaces that w«tce psad by 
Lord Ulelvilfea that i^ece wiem haiaROCsdne % 'Lor4 
Melville ujpon the account current; fprere ^hcbaJances 
actually 4m 'by ,Lord MalfiUa to yodi upoa the accoan t 
curn^t^ 9mA ib^ bahuieie due \xpfm tlM^ diaat accounir 
paid to you by JUW htt^ilit^-^ bolitv^ the^rwhole 
of thefh were pfaid |o i«)e» 

Covdd yo\i s{>e€tify at aU, in ff^at manner Aef warn, 
paid to you?-*-I mw coMfdored die anUect .uxy 
iBu<ph 4ste]gr» and from that eomideratton Xjmaea^ 
hfedrio lipeak. 

{n what mas^ner -yere » tboae haHancai piid.bf Locdr 
ytplUfiUe to jFOH ir^4ima% the nomer qt aellipg th« 
n^hole of his lordship's sta(ktf4 i diipocted (them Jto be 
|p)d i aiid they aecordiogly wete jsicher sold^ or -else 
1^ prifce of the day .waa .allowed me, and pttd:iata 
Ae credit <>f mf account at Mr* CouttS/s*^ Tha)^ 
were paid iota the oredk,. I beltfflre, o£ Lord Mdi* 
viJle's account at Mr. Coutts^s. If I had docomcnta 

|9 spaak froniij J could aMtkeM aocmate su^ement* 



f|iiatiitciA ^M^ thg xiHBitfaitaifcc^ will ^dtsk-m^-vi^^ 
lE^adi indiytdMl ama, 3^Aall<f drhapa te «bi<^ to ^Btei 

Do you recollect so fiur as thai: a :s«Uii of aiMX>ot 
«rw paidnMb ^foor haads ori acoottiit of Lord (Mel* 
irille liyiMr. Sproct?-r«4t''WM paid <$ttliar ^fKo m^ 
kMd^ 49r> JBi^ lifr. Sprott into'tht «cfie:<Ht^f l/>«d Malr 
mt)e^s:aoeouiit4it 1^4 Cottttsfs* - 

Was anotiier sanv of about ^o»oooi^.» f>aid into 
^our handsion account JLord .MeiviUe by Mr. il^^rott i 
•"^I :do Tiot tbii]dt the honourable mmager htks «tat4d 
it pe«£tctiy correct ^ that money was paid into tba 
rre<Kt of * my: acoount : at !Mr Coutts's, bciog the^ pro^ 
iduoe of Ibtf sale of ^East indk slobk 'fi^iich I mien* 
timed futxaedzfy by wUch a debt waapaid oflT which 
<extt8ect<ppori dliat stock of ^2ia9aQo/.^s :tbe surplus of .it 
vent to the credit of Lord Melville's account: our- 

Jkm with MO. 

What became of it after it paaMd through thf 
«KOttM'ciQnmt widiymt?-^I»alao psid that money 
4flto the bulky in liqiiadatbn .of balaw^s I had out 
^fteibMk. 

iBid^mireceiirey or db)y6u)toiow titfit L(^'Mf^i^ 
^iUrpaidaiiiadditiotial8tBn:of:ijkO<M>/.» m liquidsttiQia 
■^ bdlanoii at >iihe tadb ?i*^hat aim formed part ^ 
a greater sum which Lord Melville paid to me^ X^ 
|>af liaaoTthenUnrk >oa btiisecooAotrtbe otber part 
-W ^fkut aum .has i^tw^: bc«n mentioned; it was 
»jfjt^;6f nbci a43^ociQ/*» or: tfatfe3tbotft»» which was 
mentioned befi»re ; that formed the whole of the som^ 
4^{nk,Jthat I rscdined <^:Loni-MelviUe ta.ipny into; 
the^baUc* . . , - 

Is^lt^to' be junderstood tMt you mean" toi 9tate»4hat 
^tfiat pait^xhe ihabnce <vdrioh vwaa wmdc^good ^y 
I^4ird jyfeivine^ was?isiade rgood in the foUawing 
(mcnner» asotooo/. or tbei?eabouts> from ^fojLL; 
"^fo^pooly tn tberoabouts; ftom Sprott ; of wbicn 
«ftO,ooo/;-W8at in riiquubtiositof the diebt due for .tli^- 
^EsMt India tstock mentioned yeatarday^ and the balance^ 
fiaid into the bmk amount rafter baring passe^ 
-tbrou^ your nccDont current; tand the swn of 
ij^oM^t or tfaereaboutflt^ which was advaacod ia 



tmte^'athsffH^fi added io-mbkk klfke exf^easiireifr 
«li4p'aecM>u^t oF'/^aaibiMaiiipfiTOra^ be&neve l:he 

htifibutdbi^ trpttliager bifsIiMited Afaem ksodrecitliii ai ^u* 

-' l^heUirMd cotmwloeidsoiexaflMiiedt'the Viti^^ 
y<*fetefday -Jasf 'to 'att] the'^eiiMf ts. of the: ii^itness. ' on 
a^coimtolr Lx3>d Meivy]e;rfrom\yariout 6^^ wd 
remittances from Scotlahd^aod dkftwiierti ; iKboQ yon 
$f>ol:d €Pf the badaifces duGR bjD ^ioird NfdhrilM;u{»Whis 
kceouivts, do <you ttieah itmia^ that before: tlwl^e ^ 
fedc^es w«fe struck^ 'all: Jihoad wtabftaoicea, of..e\lei?f 

Uiiicri^tioh, w^Q' ^\w^ys' caaaiie^ itovbi^ clie.clrt;f!dii 
]f<5M in fjpct? 'always gi>S Ixbcl MeKiik credit W:emy 
thin^ yo0 mi:;«iv%d'On hisrakaouBt^rwjIen ^dU ^un»(n€^ 
\i|> tl*fe ac^ui|t i^I give Ijfihrfl'MrfvjUc.oredil^ U.ooe 
or ethdf'Of 'hki^acdounta^ iarsdLtbe sikivs heipai^ h)t^ 

' rrijv hands.' . -i i i/* bid \> j . .^ • ;' j : j-.v 
That came into your, hands in any . waky ^'*-i idi^ 

* ' Do you'knW; jrny one ioatance wheoo.jDOUtdtdtnat 
credit Lord> ;MejiviUe «as fiQ.ibbk^s]! maQ,otjghi>tP(ida» 
for the money you received on his acccliiiiCfr<9*^'Hi^ 
Idtdshl^ ^aSmost undoubtedly irr^iliejd ; * btftt^f &a(ium 
^- -money hadA^^ieeif jpadd. into fIDyt''h«ndl|»bwltl%:!d^ 
rectionS'>lo 'p^/ tofi himself algaTn,M those Ma'«the enb- 

^ -Thos^^msyoti'bave lasii sf»ocified'nciftr(.^llftiei.|[ 
^upp^sei in4%y the dtcoun^ ataHil^»-If ^uch^ laibu^ 
^tatice €ver eocUted, buUl'sdo.dobTfscolkiA ^batdiid;^^ 

•did.' »• - .'/'•/ .c .. '. ;-. .-; 0,., .itr, :.:2 

You staged yeslerday about a loan from thdrtMU^ 
of Mansfield, Ramsay, and Co., that hud rib^i^y 
VdVMced' t<)Xord Melyille;- afadc^ .paymicnt' wh*thpvas 
'made by'^oui' difecfiomV after having' refncibtd J^sHJr 
'Memory by a* written <k>ctmicntc in your o^ b^4" 
Writing, ^fthediate at the. time vvhen.it. w^ made, 
I asic whether you made such payment wit^c^t^^iw 
direction given by- Lord Melville .at:alH--l sta^^ 
^ijsterday that 1 had lost all recollection of the tran*. 
.action whatever*; but. I caw certainly state tha^t I 
'coirid not havi Wade it. without Lord .Melville 's.^ir 
rections. -• i : . : <A^.'v\*;^. 
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TTie ^question askdd by the learned counsel was, 
i^liertier> upon that occasion or upon any other, Lord 
Mclvilfe ever directed you to lay out any part of the 
public money in your hands, for the use and benefit 
of Lord Melville ; to which the answer was, you never 
did under the specific name of public money, or an/ 
money bearing that description i whether you re- 
ceived any directions in any way from Lord Melville, 
which led you to know that Lord Melville meant the 
public ihoney; that Lord Melville knew that it wa^ 
pnblic money which was to be so paid ? — I cannot 
swear so. . *- 

Did you receive such directions from Lord Melville 
as you have specified, which directions led you' to* 
debit Lord Melville in the chest-account, and do yoij 
know that Lord Melville meant those ' directions to 
be for public money ? — I did not know it. * 

Did you always use public money when such order 
was given ? — 1 request the order to be more particu* 
larly described before I can answer the question. 
* That sort of order which you described in the early 
part of yoyr examination to-day to, be more in the na-* 
ture of a requisition than a request, which induced you 
to debit him in the chest-account ; did you always* 
consider such a recuest as an authority for tising 
public nfioncy ? — I nave already said, .that I have 
placed them to the debit of that account. 

Did you in that case always debit it to the chest- 
account? — } have already stated, that that was the dis- 
tinction I made, and I always did it of course. 

Did Lord Melville ever make any enquiry of you 
After the indignant refusal which he had given to the 
proposition made by yoji to him to employ a certain' 
sum of money in the purchase of East India stocky 
iipon which you were, cross-examined yesterday ; 
did Lord Melville, when he either requested or re- 
^uirect money to be advanced to him by you, did he 
^f er ask you in any one instance, whether your own 
private funds would supply that source ?^ — I do not 
recollect that his lordship ever did. As to enquiring 
intolhe particular state of my own private funds^ ^ 
do not think Lor4 Melville ever did. 
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Pjd (ve ever make any eqquiry of you, whether in 
inaking such advances you were trenching upon thci 
public balances ? — He never did. 

You stated that the chest-account was regularly de- 
livered ^o Lord Melville? — It was, at different pe- 
riodsj but not so frequently as I delivered the acco.unt- 
current. 

Were any objections ever made by Lord Melville 
ypon your delivering the chest-account to him ?— *— - 
Lord Melville never examined my accouiUs, in my 
presence,, so minutely as to enable him to ox^ke ob- 
jections. 
, Did he ever in fact object to th^m I — TjiQ never 

^'^- ..... 

Pq, ypy know any instances in vjiich Lord Melville 
^id not sign the chest-accoudt, after. you frpm time 
to time had delivered that account to him ? — I do npt 
rcGpUect any instance in which his lordship refused 
to sign the accounts. 

Whether the duplicates of th^ accounts presented 
by you to Lord Melville were left with his Iprdship ? 
—They wcje. . 

Of both the chest-aqcount apd the account-qurr^nt ? 
— ^They were. 

Whether it is not in evidence, that the mpncy with 
tvhich the loyalty loan was purchased, w^s transr 
ferred from the current-account to the chest-account ? 
-^The money which I advanced uppi). the loyalty loan 
was. 

There^ w:as, some cross-examination as to the divi-^ 
<Jends of th^ East India stock, whether the ieKcess of 
the interest above the dividends was not charged to, 
the debit of Lord Melville's account ?~Ye^ 

Are you correct, as near as you can recpjlcqt, \}\ 
^ stating ih^t the sum advanced for the purchas)^ of ItJiQ 
whole of that East Indict stock, advanced a,t different 
times, was^ to the best of your recollection, z^qooL 
or thereabouts J— it was^ tp. the best of my . recpUe^ - 
tion. 

What is. the interest, at five per cent ot 3^J^9co/.S!— 

What was. the dividend up<m the fy^, stock; zk 



the time those puf chases were made,, whether it wa$ 
not eight per cent. ?— Eight per cent. . ^ • 

Calculating upon 14,500/. India stock, what woijld 
the divicknd at eight per cent, amount to ?-~To the 
l>est of my recollection that stock was only 13,500/; 

Calculate upon a givw sum of 14,500/. what would 
k be? — 1,160/. I believe. 

Then saipposing it was 14,500/. there was no excess 
pf interest above the dividend at that time ; \^hether 
the dividend, during the time it was in the possession 
of Lord Melville, was not advanced from eight per 
cent, to ten and a half per cent. ?— It was advanced ta 
ten and a half per cent, but that was several years af^ 
terwardi. 

What would the dividend amount to annually upon. 
14,500/. Iiylia stock, at ten guineas per cent. } — ^I be- 
lieve 1,522/. IQS. 

' It was stated vpon your cross-examination, with 
regard to the salary of .Lord Melvilje, that it had been 
broujjht to your recbllection, that there were one or 
two instances, in which you had not received the sa- 
lary of Lord Melville; but that Mr. Wilson had done so. 
When "that salary was so received by Mr. Wilson, was 
it as agent to you or -as agent to Lord Melville ? — I be- 
lieve he received it as agent to myself, as it was placed, 
I believe, in -most instances, if not in all, to the ere- . 
dit of my account, at Mr. Coults's in the first instance, 
and afterwards transferred by me to the credit of 
Lord Melville's account-current with me. 

A good many questions were asl^ed upon cross-ex- 
amination with regard to power of attorney given by 
X>Qrd Melville to sell and transfer stocki and receive 
the dividends: it is wished to know whether this 
power of attorney for the sale and transfer of stock, 
and receipt of dividends, was in the usual and com- 
n)on form of isuch power? of attorney ?— I know no- 
thing tQ the contrary; but I do not know that I ever 
sa^ tb^m : I fancy they w<re taken by my banker;, 
but I do not know : I certainly never read them. 

Po you recollect any particular instance; and this 
ari^s upon the cross-examination with regard to the 
2,,OQoL India stock <?--^Do you recoJl^t a desire ^x* 
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pressed on the part of Lord Melville for the advance 
of money, by you, to comply with any particular 
purpose, such as the purchase of 2,000/. East India 
stock, at which time your account was so low at 
Messrs. Couttss's, that you were obliged to withdraw 
from the bank a specific sum to comply with that 
request? — Upon looking into Mr. Coutts's books I 
find a circumstance of that sort may have occurred, 
but I do not recollect the circumstance myself: I 
Cannot speak from my own recollection. 

As you were a good deal cross-examined too with 
regard to the state of the balances in and out of the 
bank, whether by any information upon which you 
can depend, or by any recollection that you have, or 
in any way, you can state to the Court what the dif- 
ference is between the bank-account and the office- 
account, was at any time or times during the time- 
you were paymaster of the navy under Lord Melville ? 
—1 cannot state it from memory. 

Could you, by consulting any document, swear to 
that feet ? — I have got documents in the hands of the 
honourable managers by which I think I can ascer- 
tain it. " 

I wish those books and documents to which the 
witness refers, to be put before him : 

Question from a Lerd. — What are those documents 
by which, if you refer to them, you shall be able to 
give that answer ?— -They are books which I kept as^ 
checks upon the public accounts, but no part of the 
public accounts i I believe they are called balance 
books. \ 

Were this book lying before you, and the others 
to which you have referred, kept by yourself when 
you were paymaster ? — The greatest part does appear 
to be kept by myaelf. 
' Is any part of that book in your own hand-writing ? • 
—It is. 

« How long did you continue to write in those books 
with' your own hand? — I cannot state that with any 
atcuracy 3 but I have wrote very little in them for 
many yearr, having been deprived of the use of my 
bimd, irom which 1 caimot write. ^ . 
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♦When you ceased to be able to write •yourscK', wh/y 
kept the books for you ? — Principally Mr. Thonaas; 
Wilson of the pay-office. 

Have you examined these books so written by Mr^ 
Wilson ? — I have bestowed upon them all the exami* 
nation which I have thought necessary. 

From those books can you speak to the account^ 
—It depends upon the questions that may be asked 
me from these books. 

. The question is to a particular period, the ^i$% 
August, 1786 : What was the outstanding difference 
at that time in the navy pay-office ? Do you know 
what, on the 31st of August, 1786, was the diffijrencc 
between the office balance, or that with which the 
treasurer was charged, and the bank balance ? 

^esiion hy a Lord, — Is that a public official book 
that lies before you ? — No, it is my own private book^ 
which I kept as a check upon the office. 

^estion by the Managers. — Can you speak from 
your own knowledge, whether, on the 31st of August, 
1786, there was a difference of 56,000/. between the 
office balance and the bank balance ? — I cannot state 
It from this book; I must have also the concurrent 
testimony of books kept by the bank. 

This book we can prove by the bank clerk that is 
here, to be one of the banking books of Lord Mel- 
ville ? — I can speak with more positive knowledge 
further on. 

It is asked, as to the 31st of December, 1787, whe- 
ther you know that the difference at that time was 
^3,000/. ? — I have already stated, that I must have the 
concurrent testimony of the bank books j and I wish 
to give a little explanation upon this account before I 
ftpeak upon it, if I have your lordship's permissio^t 
The treasurer's balance, which was returned at the 
end of this month, as well as all other months, conr 
sjs^s of balances in three different branches of the 
dffice. Each of these branches are subdivided ; part 
of the balance in each branch is in the hands of th^ 
treasurer and his paymaster, for the purpose of issuing 
further sums to the sub-accountants for the carrying 
0n the public payments j and the oth^r p^rts of it 
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have already been issued to the sub-accountants, for 
the purpose of cairyiDg on the public payments) 
that applies to that part which remains in the trea* 
surer** hands, for the purpose 1 have described, of the 
three branches collectively. 

It is asked as to the aggregate of v^^hat ought to be 
in the hands of the sub-accountants and treasurer, and 
Aen state what is the difference between that and the 
money in the bank ? — The honourable manager wishes 
me to state that part of the balance which the first 
clerk of each branch calculates, by finding out the ba- 
hncc of the sub-accountants, and what ought to be 
in the hands of the treasurer : that may be accurate 
or not accurate, as the balance he states to be in the 
hands of the treasurer may be accurate or not accu- 
rate ; and the balance he states to be in the treasurer's 
hands may be stated without his knowing it to be so* 

State the difference between that which is neither 
in the sub-accountant's hand nor in the bank, but in 
yours? — On the 31st December, 1787, if the sub-ac- 
countant's were right in making up their bafances; 
there was a difference of 53,100/. between the sum 
which the first clerk said ought to be in the treasurer's 
hands, and the sum which was in the bank. 

Now refer to the 31st of May, 17S8? — Will your 
lordships allow me to speak from this account in my 
hand instead of the- book ? 

Question by a Lord. — What is that paper ?— An ac- 
count I have collected from an examination of the 
books and the hank books. 

Qiiesticn by the Matiagers,—T)o you know that upon 
the 31st of May, 17S8, there Was a difference in the 
way i stated ,bef)re of 61,600/.? — There appears to 
be such a difference, 

Question hv a Lord.^r^Is that subject to the same ex- 
planation that you ma .e of the former e.itry ? — It is. 

Question by the Manager s-^Kcxx to May Sist 179O, 
was there not then a aifference, subject to the same 
explanation of 64,800/. ? — The statement is accurate. 

Refer to the 3tst March, 1792 ; whether there wa$ 
not a balance of 102,388/. 9^. 8^. ?— There appear^ 
to be that- difference. 
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Refer to the 3Tst October, 1793; whether tnefe 
tvas not the sum then of 115,000/. difference^ subject 
to the same explanation ?— rTherc appears to have 
been that difference existing at that time. 

Refer to the 30th of April, 1794; was there not 
then 161,425/. 1 7 J. 9^/. ? — That appears also to be 
correct. 

Refer to tSth of February, 1795; was there not a 
balance of 209,875/. lys. 9//. subject to the same 
explanation ? — There was. 

Refer to the 30th of April, 1795 ; was the balance 
then 310,325/. 17^. 7^. ? — The account which 1 hold 
in my hand differs twopence. 

It is 1 7 J. gd. — That is right. 

Refer to the 3Tst of March, 1796 ; was not the 
balance 194,500/.? — That appears to be correct. 

On the 29th of February, of the. same year; was 
it not 216,841/. 14J. a.J.i — That also appears to bp 
correctly taken from these books. 

Ontnc3oth of June, 1797, was it not 281,759/. 
5J. 5^/. ? — ^That appears to be correft. 

On the 30th of September, 1798; was it 222,500/.? 
*— That appears to be correctly taken. 

On the 30th November, 1799,, was ic 223/. o^. 2di.> 
— That appears to be correctly taken also. 

On the 30th of April, 1800, the month preceding 
Lord Melville quitting the navy pay-office, was there 
not the sum of 344,500/.?— There appears to have 
been that difference between the books. 

It is wished to recall your attention to 30th of De- 
cember, 1790 ; was not the balance then struck, and 
no difference appear ? — ^The balance was struck, and 
no difference a^ppeared; but some explanation may 
be necessary upon that. 

Question by a Lord. — Give that explanation ? — That 
this balance may not actually h^ve been paid up in 
the bank books, I have taken into the balance the 
draft? I may have drawn upon the bank, and which 
might not have been presented ; I do riot know whcr 
ther there were* any such, but if there were, it was 
taken into my balance. 
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Question hy G?»«j^/,-r-Whcther any part of the sumd 
stated to be drawn and carried to the chest-account 
of Lord MeIviUe„ was in the whole or in part ap- 
plied to the use of Lord Melville, or he had any be- 
nefit or emolument from them ? — I am totally igno- 
rant of the application of them, Excepting in the 
case of 40,000/., which had been advanced to Boyd 
and Benficld, and which I. only learned from what 
passed in public. 

Is that 40,000/. comprehended within the head just 
mentioned, of money , drawn by requisitions, and car- 
ried immediately to the chest- account? — It was, and 
may serve to shew the nature of the requisitions that 
were made, from that sum of money having been 
made more the subject of public discussion than aay 
of the other sums which have been advanced to his 
lordship. 

Whether any part of the sums that you employed 
to purchase stock, or in. any other way for the benefit 
of Lord Melville, stood in the san>e. predicament of 
being immediately carried to the chest-account ?— Not 
ally of them. 

You have stated, that a book of yours which you 
referred to, a private book of yours, was in the pos- 
session of the managers. How long has that private 
book been in the possession of the managers ? — Ever 
since the day upon which I had the misfortune to meet 
with the displeasure of the other house. I do not re- 
collect the date. 

Question by the Managers. — Whether you hive any 
knowledge of your own, with the exception of that 
posterior knowledge you have gained with regard to 
the application of the 40,000/., do you know any thing 
of the application of other sums? — 1 have no know- 
ledge whatever of the application of them. 
' \Arc we correct in supposing that the loyalty loan 
money was transferred from the account current to the 
chest account ?— It was. 

: Whether Lord Melville was not credited fqyp the di- 
vidends upon' the loyalty loan up to the.jierlod ix 
ivhich that loan vvas sold .^— I .believe he was^ 
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Examined by the Lords. 

Having stated that Lord Mdvillc, from time to 
time, signed those accounts, which you delivered to 
his lordsh'p; whether he compared upon these occa- 
.sions the accounts he so signed, with the vouchers ? — 
.1 do not recollect his ever comparing them, whilst I 
renjaincd with his lordship. 

Were tho^ accounts you have been speaking of 
generally signed by Lord Melville immediately that 
they were presented by you, or did his lordship take 
the accounts home with him for consideration ? 
They were signed before I parted with him. 

, You stated that no item in these accounts had been 
ever objected to by the noble lord : was it the habit 
of the noble lord to enter into any discussion with 
you upon the several items of the accounts? — The 
items of those accounts were so numerous, that I have 
no ddubt but his lordship may have made observa^ 
tions upon some particular instances, but I 4o not re- 
collect them.' 

Do you consider the accounts having been so signed 
by Lord Melville, as a proof of his lordship's approba- 
tion of the account and the particular items therein 
contained, or as a proof of his lordship^s confidence in 
you? — It certainly was, in the first instance, a proof 
of his lordship's confidence in me, as he must have 
Icnown that I was subject to alter the accounts in case 
he should have pointed out any error in them in future ; 
but the public business in which his lordship was ge-' 
nerally engaged, seldom or ever afforded him time to 
enter into any examination of the accounts during the 
time that I remained with him after having presented 
them to his lordship. 

During the time you were paymaster to Lord Mel- 
ville, did any and what circumstances of delay or em- 
barrassment to the public business arise in that office, 
so as to ijpduce his lordship to doubt the correctness of 
your.administration> and so as to engage him to a 

freater attention to those accounts, or to suggest to 
is lordship's mind that a more attentive investigation 



info the conduct of this office was necessary than had 
been given by his tordship r — I know of none ; but as ^ 
I may be supposed to speak with partiality with regard 
to my own conduct in the office, I should wish that 
question to be asked of any individual that was con- 
versant with the business of the pay office. 

At what time did you make the representation 
you have stated to Lord Melville, to induce him to 
consent to your placing part of the public money in 
the bank in the hands of Messrs. Coutts and Co. ? — 
I believe soon, after the removal of the business of 
the pay office to Somerset House from Broad-street in 
the city. 

Did you recollect what' time that was ? — ^I believe in 
the year 1786 or 1787* 

You having stated that the object you represented 
to Lord Melville to be the reason why you wished to 
hate permission to take the money from the bank and . 
place it in the hands of Messrs. Coutts was for more 
convenience atid greater safety : how could you con- 
ceive that there was any greater danger, either to the 
treasurer of the navy, or yourself as paymaster, in the 
money remaining in the bank than in the hands of 
Messrs. Coutts? — I beg to answer that it was neces- 
sary to c^rry on the business of the pay office to iend 
.in drafts for very large sums, say 20,000 /. or 30,000 /• 
into the bank aaily ; that we had no clerks or conft- 
dentiai people we could spare for that business, but 
were obliged frequently to send the messengers of the 
office ; and it may appear to your lordships that it was 
"a necessary precaution to fall upon some mode by 
which v/e could send a messenger for money to entry 
on' those small payments, through a part ot the towh 
which was not 5*0 crowded, and not liable to so many 
accidents sks in the great distance from the pay office to 
the hank. 

Th^n the. following questions put to thd witness 
/on Monday 5th instant, and his answers thereto, were 
read: '; ' • ; 

** Froin the niofnerft the Irst is 'received of the bills 
■assigned,'^ r understand yoii to siy that the trfea^ur^ 
timst-be ready b' ktrsl^'thetji when' called for?— Hi: 
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fcertainly may be called upon. I beg to explain, that 
I have said, there never has been any delay of a payr 
ment of a navy or victualling bilU but there is another 
description of bills, which are tiot called navy or 
victualling bills, which I did not advert to at that 
time. All navy or victualling bills are drawn assignr 
able out of a certain sum of money received at the ex- 
chequer ; as long as chat fund lasts the bills are drawn 
from that fund i. but there is another description of 
y bills, not to a great amount, which are drawn upoa 
the general fund of wages without specifying any par* 
ticuiar sum, and when the fund under the head of 
wages has been low, the navy board have thought pro- 
per to desire the treasurer to cease making payqientsof 
tho^ bills until a supply under the head of wages 
should be received from the treasury/* 

'* Does that delay in any i^espect proceed from- any 
act either of the treasurer s or his paymaster ? — Not in 
any degree whatever/* 

Quesuon from a Lord — Explain that last answer 
how it is that that does not depend eitbet upon the 
* treasurer or the paymaster? — ^Because they can only • 
act by the instructions of the different boards. 

You stated that you del':/ered two kinds of accounts 
to Lord Melville, the current account and the other 
account ; were those mere copies of the accounts, or 
iacoounts made up from the accounts of Messrs. Couts's? 
— ^They had no connection whatever with the accounts 
of Messrs. Coutts ; they are accounts betweeii Lord 
Melville and myself. 

Whether you know that the public sustained any 
I loss by the removal of the money from the Bank of 
England to Messrs. Coutts's ? — I do not know any loss 
that the public have sustained. . ^ 

Do you know whether the public did not sijstain a 
loss \.y the death of Mr. Jellicoe, and how that loss 
arose ? — That was not a loss in conscquerHrc of having 
removed the money from the Bank to thie bank of 
Messrs, Coutts, . . ' . 

Could that loss have happened if the money ha^ 
continued to be lodged in the bank ?-— That circun > 
stance couid not have been affected by the money 
being coaunucd'ili the bank. ' 
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Whether the account called the iron-chcst account^ 
was principally of a public nature ? — ^The iron-chest 
account was an account of monies which were drawn 
from the bank and placed into the hands of Messrs. 
Coutts. 

- Having said that my Lord Melville paid a great deal 
more attention to accounts that were public, l!han to 
his own private accounts, what kind of attention did he 
.pay to this iron-chest account ? — Lord Melville, I do 
. not think ever saw the iron-chest account; I beg to 
explain to your lordships that the iron-chest account is 
a different account from the chest account, which I 
have ^been speaking of. 

The account you are asked concerning is. the chest 
account, which you repeatedly in the course of ypiir 
examination mentioned ? — As my mind ran on the 
other account, I forgot the question that I was asked 
respecting it. 

The question is, as you have stated that my Lord 
Melville paid a great deal more attention to accounts 
that were public, than to his own private accounts ; 
what kind of attention did he pay to the chest ac- 
count!, meaning that account you have been repeatedly 
referring to, in the course of your examination ? — I do 
'not know wh^t attention Lord Melville *paid to that 
account when he had the documents in his own pos- 
5<^ssion, but he never paid any particular attention to it^ 
during the time I was with his lordship, when I had 
/presented it to his lordship. 

Having said that when you delivered the private ac- 
counts to Lord Melville, the accounts between yoa 
.and Lord Melville, his lordship was not in the course 
of investigating those accounts or comparing the vouch- 
crs with tiiem, if a complete investigation of those ac- 
counts had taken place between Lord Melville and 
you, would it not then have appeared that the monies 
in that account were monies advanced out of the public 
monies ? — I apprehend it would. 

When the application was made to Lord Melville, 
^pon the subject of the purchase of East India stockj 
^as any reference made to the current price of that 
stock, at that "time ? — I do not recollect any referenci 
made to the current price at that time, further than h,; 
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a comparison to what his lordship expected would be 
the rise that stock would ultimately arrive at, at a dis- 
tant time, that was the only time Lord Melville ever 
gave me his opinion upon the value of it, and at no' 
time whatever did his lordship ever insinuate to me in 
the smallest degree his expectations of the rise or fall 
of stock, excepting in that instance. 

You having said that for a considerable length of 
rime, after the purchase of this stock, the interest of , 
the money which was borrowed for the purchase of it» 
amounted to a greater sum than the dividends arising 
from that stock, whether finy person lending money 
in the ordinary course of dealing by money lenders, 
would have considered the assignment of such stock, 
putting it in the name pf the lender as a collateral secu- 
rity for the money advanced for that stock ? 

The question was objected to. 
The question was waived. 

How and in what manner was that j,ooo/. you spoke 
to in your examination, repaid ? — I can only recollect 
that it was repaid by his lordship to me, at two difFe-, 
rent times, in two different sums. 

Did you give any receipt to Lord Melville for that 
money which you paid him ?— -1 did not. 

Having stated that in the account between Lord 
Melville and you, Lord Melville was credited for the 
dividends upon the India stock, and debited for the 
interest of the money lent, in whose name was that re- 
ceipt put ?— No name was used at all, his lordship got 
credit by the dividends and was debited to the interest, 
without any name being specified. 

.Supposing Lord. Melville had not rejected, as he^ 
did with indignation, the proposition you made, of 
advancinjg; to Lord Melville the public money, as the 
means ofpurchasing that stock, in what manner would 
it have been debited in the course of business ? — ^As 
the fact did not exist, I have never taken it into con- 
sideration. 

Would it have been debited in the manner in which 
it was debited?—^! should not make any entry .of any 
sort without a due constderarion, and 1 cannot in my 
present siioation, gire it a due consideration. . . 
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You stated, that after Lord Melville bad rejected 
the proposal fhat you made, to purchase India stock 
out of the public money, you suggested to Lord Mel- 
ville that you could procure the money from your rela-» 
tion Mr. Lind, upon the security of that stock j that 
failing to procure the money, you stated nocwith* 
standmg to Lord Melville that you had so procured it, 
aod the stock wa& in fact purchased, as I understand 
you, in the name of Mr. Lind, whether Lord . Mel- 
ville was acquainted with the circumstance of^ the 
stock having been so purchased in the name of Mr* 
I^nd?— Lord Melville knew that the stocl^ stood in 
the name of Mr. Lind, but I bad never told Lord 
Melville that I bad actually procured Mr. Lind to ad- 
vance the money. 

In the course of the transaction of the purchase of 
this stock between vou and Lord Melville, was that 
transaction so conducted as if the money had been bona 
Jide advanced for the purchase of that stock by Mr. 
Lind? — It was. 

. What do you ,mean by the iron-chest account?— 
That was an account that was kept in the navy pay 
office by Mr. Wilson and myself, in which we en«* 
tered the sums of money that were taken from the 
hank' aad put into Mr* Coutts's, and wee versa the 
sums drawn from Coutts's, and issued, to the sub- 
accounts. 

What is it that you mean by chest account?— The 
chest account was one of those accounts which I kept 
with Lord Melville, upon which 1 had been required 
to advance sums of the . ijpplication; of which I knew 
nothing. - 

What was^ the first item of the che^t account?-— It- 
was the sum of 10,600/. 

Were there other advancesupon tJveface of that chest 
apcount immediately after the. opening of it?— There- 
were others advanced upoa that account, but not im- 
mediately after the opening of it. . 

How soon ?-^JI^y memory docf not serve me to 
state. 

, You have said, that in the year 179:7, the advances 
for payment of the subscription (^ the loyalty loai) wer« 
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transferred from the account current to the ch^est ac- 
count i were there not many intermediate advances oa 
th^ phest account ^ —There were more thaa one, but 
not many. 

Whether on the face of the chest account delivered 
the half year after the transfer of the loyalty Joan was 
I^ade from the current account to ttie chest account; 
i^ might pot appear to Lord Melville that such transfer 
\jr^s. made ?— It must have appeared. 

You have said, that at the close of Lord MelvilleV 
treasurership, you shewed to Lord Melville the sum 
advanced to him from the public money ;. it is desired 
to know if Lord Melville explained to you from what: 
sources that mon^y was to be repaid ? — I have said^t 
that I gave a general statement t>t Lord Melville's ac- 
counts between his lordship and myself, and be com- 
rponly pointed out diflfercnt sources from which mooey, 
would arise in repayment of these sums, and wl^ich 
he expressed a wish to repay before he, left tKe trea- . 
surership. 

Whether Lord Melville expressed any surprize at 
the state of his account? — He did ; he was v^ry ouich 
surprized to find the balance wa^ so much agaiQsc 
him. 

Having stated that you alone derived the heaefit 
frpra this application of a part of the public money, 
whether without that application of the public m9ney 
you have stated, you would have been in the condltidn 
to haye n^ade the advance^you .have stated you made 
to LQr4 Melville without charging any interest ? — I. 
could not, unless finding that I had not the meaqs of 
augmenting my fortune in the manner I did, I might 
have turned m,y attention, else wjhere, aud thea I nnght 
have been able to have advanced these mnnie^ , . 

In what year was the money placed at Messrs. 
Coutts's ?— Either in 1786 or 1787, I do not know 
which ; at least I believe so. 

Have you any books to which you could refer, and. 
which books would ejnabje you to give a more ^ specific 
answer to the question ? — I haye . not,. unless.I speak 
firom the booljis of my bankers. 

Havej^ou .got those books so as to ms^c the r<^<- 



112 

fence ?— 1 can have access to those books hy apply- ' 
ing to my bankers. : » 

Whether you did not propose to Lord Melville to 
draw the money out of the bank, and to place such 
money at Mr Coutts's ? — I did apply to l-ord Melville 
for leave so to do. 

Whether all the money that from time to time you 
deposited at Messrs. Coutts's arose from the general 
permission you before spoke to ? — Entirely so ; and in 
no instance was it otherwise specifically as far as I re- 
collect. 

Whether you knew at the time that you deposited 
the sums of money in Messrs. Coutts's, that the act of 
parliament had passed a year or two years before ?- — 
I knew that an act had passed to regulate the business 
of the pay-office, but 1 do not know that I adverted 
to it at the instant I made the application to Lor^ 
Melville to draw the money from the bank and put it 
into the hands of Messrs. Coutts. 

Whether Lord Melville, when you made this ap- 
plication to his lordship, made any answer ? — He did 
not to the best of my recollection. 

Did the settlement of the release which contained 
in it the destruction of the vouchers, or delivering up 
all the vouchers, originate either with Lord Melville 
or with you ?— I do not think it originated with either. 
I am sure Lord Melville was not consulted tipon the 
subject at all, ' • ^ 

' With whom did that clause respecting the destruc- 
tion of the vouchers originate ?— It must have origi- 
nated in conversation between my solicitor and my- 
self. 

Whether what passed between Lord Melvifre^nd 
yott upon the probable rise of India stock, was in the 
course of official communication between Lord Mel:-, 
ville and you ; or were you sent for by his lordship ? 
— I was not sent for by his lordship ; I believe I was 
at. Wimbleton, when I had the honour of waiting 
upon his lordship in his private capacity. 

Whether the first suggestion upon the siibject of 
this stock originated with Lord Melville, or proceedecj 
from you?— It was suggested by me, in consequence 
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of finding his lordship wished to make some faniily 
arrangement of that sort. 

Then it is to be understood that the first expres- 
sion of Lord Melville's opinion of the value of India 
stock originated with Lord Melville, and was not sug- 
gested to Lord Melville by you ? — It originated in the 
suggestion of myself to his lordship. 

Whether the original idea of purchasing the East 
India stock arose from any desire of Lord Melville to 
be f)ossessed of India stoek, although the subsequent 
conversation was in consequence of what you sug- 
gested ?— As it all passed in a conversation^; ndt pre- 
meditated or sought for by either party, I am quite 
at a loss to say who first started the subject. 

^I^hether the suggestion given, to have recourse to 
some money lender to furnish the money for the 
stock that was proposed to be purchased, was a part 
of the same conversation when it was first proposed 
to purchase the stock ? —It was in the same conversa- 
tion, and on the impulse of the moment. 

Was the suggestion then adopted upon your mak^ 
ing the suggestion ? — It was. 

How soon afterwards did you proceed to carry it 
into effect? — I endeavoured for some considerable 
time to fulfil wh^t I had suggested to his lordship it 
might be possible for me to effect ; but finding it was 
not so, I then fell upon the mode which I have al- 
ready described, of advancing the money myself, as 
I was unwilling to disappoint Lord Melville ck wbati 
had so sanguinely promised him I could carry int^ 
effect. 

When you had carried it into effect by that mode, 
did yott communicate to Lord Melville' that you had 
completed it ; and how soon did you name the pei^ 
son who had advanced the money ?— •! did not say 
that any person had advanced the money ; but I told 
him the stock was purchased, and invested in the 
name of Mr, Montague Lind, the person I had oien* 
tioned to his lordship in the original conversation. 

Did you, upon making that communication to Lord 
Melville, receive ai^y and what answer? — Nothing 
farther than his apJ)Fobation of its having been done* 
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Were the dividends upon the India Stock paid to 
Mr. Lind, or carried to the credit of Lord Melville ? 
-•^That I have already explained. 

At what period of time did you begin building your 
house near Edinburgh ? —As nearly as \ can recollect, 
I made a considerable addition to my house which I 
began about four or five years ago. 

Is that house furnished ? — I removed the furniture 
from my house at Biackheath, with which it is now 
furnished. 

- Were you ever interrogated by Lord Melville as to 
tbie ^xpence of building this house ? — The expence of 
building this house may riot be so great as the nobje 
lords may have heard ; not so great as to induce Lord 
Melville to ask me any questions upon that subject. 

The release executed between the noble lord and 
you was executed first by lord[ Melville in Scotland, 
and some few days after by you in London : Was it 
prepared in London under your direction, or in Scotr 
landimder the direction of the noble defendant ? — It 
was prepared in London, and sent to his lordship tp 
execute iit Scotland, 
v. Whether any draft of this release was sent to the 
noble defendant in Scotland, to be subject to his cor- 
rection, previcttis to his execution of rhe deed itself?— 
It was not, to the best of my knowledge ; I do «ot 
know whether the solicitor might have sent it, but J 
Tarn certain* I did not. . I 

.Were My altergtioi}$ or-corrcctions to ypur know- 
ledge made in it by Lord Melville, previous to his 
lordship's, ex^cytibn of it I — Ce,«ainly not. 
,. . Give to the court an account of jhe whole tran&acf idn 
-<;oocerning the release -, and, in giving to the court 
•the whole of that transaction, begui with stating vyhat 
;was the occasion or necessity for having that release 
^at all ?-r-The necessity originated in my wish to have 
-alljcny afFaiirs settled with Lord Melville, as I always 
apprehende.d, lihope I may. be allowed to say, th^t 
ihis j]ord«hi;p wa3 not carrfiil of prje&erving his p^pefs or 
ntccounts ^oi^s to be satisfactory Jo his heirs Qrsuc- 
cessorsi-»8^tt(i. that there rpight..be.(po difficulty gr. argu- 
ment about" shewing that a final* settlement had been 
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rtadc ta either his Ibrd'ship*^ heirs of fo fAy ow'rf/ I 
was arixious that a release should pass, by v?hk5h*i*^ 
oi>ly became necessary that oiie VeucKer should bfe pre*" 
served. I had proposed it some time before it^ Was 
carried into execution, ^hd my mind beciattef ti^y 
day stiU more impressed with the necessity 6f harin^p 
this excepted ; and in* some conversation Wirh his Wrt!-* 
ship I may have proposed it again, and told him that- 
I would forward i*eleases for hfe lordship, to be signfcd 
in Scotland, if he would giVe me Itave: but this T^ 
ftate more from knowing that that must "havi beert ilie 
circumstance, than from an achial recollection of <he 
time or place When such conversation* passed, I then" 
applied to my solicitor in London to tiraw oiit a re- 
lease for such' purpose; arid, as he was my rntimate 
friend and counsellor, as well as solicitor, he proceed-' 
ed very itiuch from his ovvn knowledge of my situation'* 
and connection with' Loi-d 'Melville, in draNving up tl^it*' 
release : the draft Was submitted to me, as it has been 
brought to my recollection by the honourable mana- 
gers, who have possessed themselves of that' dra^ft," 
otftefWise I had forgot the circumstance. But. I fiVid 
that I had seen th^t draft, by several , words being*^ 
\^ritteh upon it iA my own hand-writihg : it wHsr aftfef- • 
wards, brought, t^ me by Mr. Spottiswoogle, fairly**; 
copied out, and,' to the best of my recollectFon',* lor-' 
v\?arded by me to his lordship in Scotland, and he re-* 
turned it to me ; by which the transaction ^as^ fiijatlljr 
ck(scd. • .. • . ■''■'' 

What do you me^n by returned it ? — Lord MfelvHIt * 
returtied the releaee' signed by his lordship t6 ifie, ahd 
I executed it in London. ' ' . '^ 

State what there was in the correspondence upriA^ 
the subject of this release, subsequeiTt to the time wtiett; 
Ijord Melville left London for Scotland T — I recollect 
no correspondence whatever about it j hor do* I be-* 
lieve that any correspondence ever existed. 

^ H^ you at jthy time been examined by th^ corn- ' 
rtifisioners ?- 4 hud not. 

-Was any person on thcJ part of Lord Melville ptescnl: 
atthe'corifiposing that deed in London? -.liVt^Ve'was 
nftt:. ' ' ' /' ' 

■\ • ' I i' • '• * * 
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What wM done in consequence of that deed ? — I dp 
not recollect any thing that was done in consequeuce - 
of that I do not know what i;s alluded to. 

Whether, in point of fact, any books and accounts 
were destroyed, or had been destroyed, either previ- 
ous to, or subsequent to that deed ? — Subsequent to 
the deed, I thought it no longer necessary to preserve 
Lord Melville's vouchers. 

Previous to the deed ?-— Previous to the deed I do 
n*t recollect any being destroyed. 

Question by a Lord.— hct the deed be referred to ? 

Then the following extract from the release before 
delivered in was read, and is as follows : 
. " And they have either mutually delivered up to 
^' each other> or resolved and agreed mutually to can-y. 
** eel and destroy all the vouchers or other memo* 

randums and writings, that at any time heretofore 

may have existed, passed, or been interchanged 
" between them, relative to the said accounts, and 
" the different items and articles of which the s^id 
•* accounts are composed or consist.** 

You having attended to the recital of the deed ; 
state whether, as it is put in the alternative, either 
that they had been destroyed, or were resolved to be 
destroyed, whether, to your knowledge, there had 
been any books or accounts delivered up or destroyed 
previous to the execution of that deed ? — I do not 
know it ', but I believe Lord Melville seldom kept his 
vouchers at all ; with regard to myself, I had destroy- . 
ed no voucher previous to that time. 

The question is, whether you had, previous to the 
execution of this deed, delivered up or destroyed any 
books or accounts referable to the subject of that re- 
lease ? — I had not, to the best of my recollection. 

Have you, subsequent to that time ?r-I have, as I 
thought it no longer necessary to preserve chepa, that 
being the object of getting a release. 
. How soon after being in possession of a salary pf 
500/. a year, did you find yourself to be in a condition 
to be a lender of money ?— I explained to- this court 
yesterday, that I was put in possession of a sum of 
money as soon as I was appomted to the ofiice, by 
which I was enabled to become a lender of money. 
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You have stated that you made a proposition to 
Lord Melville^ which his lordship indignantly reject-* 
ed. Did you ever make any such proposition more 
than that one time ?-»«-I never did, 

Did Lord Melville ever allude to that proposition 
afterwards ? — ^I do not recollect that his lordsnip ever 
did. 

Did Lord Melville ever say any thing to you subse- 
quent to the time of your having made that propo* 
sitiont from whence you collected a supposition on 
the part of his lordship, that you were so using the 
public money ?-r-Nevcr. 

Does the paymaster of the Navy give any security ? 
— -None, 

Do you know whether, in the course of office, the 
treasurer of the navy takes any oath?-*-I believe 
none. 

You have said, that Lord Melville was charged 
interest upon the money advanced upon this India 
Stock at the time when the interest was greater 
than the dividend ; can you point out at what 
time that interest was charged ? The honour- 
able manager has shewn that the interest very 
nearly corresponded with the dividend, and, conse- 
quently, no sum could be charged ; but, to the best 
of my recollection, there was only i3,50o/, of that 
stock, instead of 14,500/. upon which the honourable 
manager has calculated ; in which case, the interest 
would have exceeded the dividend, and, of course, I ' 
debited his lordship with one, and credited him with 
%h^ other. 

Having stated, that you, in fact, did charge in- 
terest, that piust have arisen from the interest being 
greater than the dividend j will that fact depend upon 
whether you are or are not mistaken with regard to 
the sum being 13,50c/. or 14,50c/. ?-^No, it may be 
from an error of the present moment ii^ m^ calculation, 
because I did not debit Lord MeJviUe with' the speci? 
fie overplus, but I debited him with the interest, and 
crediti^d him the dividends ; by which, it arose in ray 
jpiiid at the moment I spobe, that the .interest was 
grps^\^t than (he (lividend i ^d, of course, from tbyt 



Jjiaurifirjaf entering tixe>inl:erest znd the divudend; it 
-bfiritnne a. charge iUpon Lord Melville. . .■ \ . ' -. 
• wDo^u kno>y .the date of the appointment, of the 
jiaval commissioners ?r--i do not. 

Do yoU' recollect when the naval conaoiissioners issu- 
ed ;tbjeir precept to the navy pay joffics for the return of 
their balances ? — I do not recollect it at this momeaL 
'. Do yxyyi recollect at what4:inie,; <i)riWirhiii ^'mdnth 
-ofvthe time, when the retdrn was tnade- to the com- 
.mifisianers of naval inquiry^ retjuiirog the balaoces of 
•thexiavy pay office ? — i bat return xysls made, I heiieve, 
in the month of January 180.3 y^^ ^h? precept ha^d 
beexi isaued naaoy tnooths before, i believe. 

How soon was that return made before you gave 
•directions Tor the execution of this release ?-*^A very 
' short :tim€, I. h©lieve.= 

At the time you was so anxious to have this rekase 

e^cdted, were you acquainted, that Lord .'Melville 

was supposed to be in a dedining state of health ?-r- 

~.if the fact was so, I was undou I) ted ly. acquainted with 

rit; but I do not recolkct at this moment that tiiiit 

-weighed tipon my mind. 

V Had the knowledge oftbat return any effect on your 
-laiod in procuring thisrelease ? — 1 believe it had. 

Whether, at the time that you received permission 

;£rom Lord Melville jto draw the piiblic money from 

the bank, and to place.it in your own n^me, in the 

hand of Me^rs.vCk)utt8; whether, either at the time 

. you xeociflfed thaf permission, or at any subsequent 

.time,, you received any injunction from his lofdship 

not to apply any part of that money to your own use ? 

•^1 rcceiyed no. such injcunction ; but i received no 

prphibisieo.; i/mean, 1 received no pei-mission to 

dor so. - ' 

Whether your reason for not repeating the. propo- 
ffltion was-not -the fear of giving offence to the noble 
lord?— I .was afraid of giving offence to the noble 
lord s amd that it would induce his lordship to relin* 
iqui^h an- advantage which I was in hopes his lordship 
would ultimately derive from it. .: ' . 

<Whodier, tthough' no such parmi^ion had bee^ 
^iTen.bir Lord Melville (pt the nsmovti;! of mon^ 
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from the bank to Messrs. Coutts's, you could not 
nevertheless have applicdthe money to^oiirown usfe't 
—I answered that question yesterday, by saying, I 
could certainly have done so, though I might have 
looked upoii it as still a greater act of delinqenc^ upon 
my part. • . . - 

You have said that first idea of a proposition of a 
release arose from the conversation between Lord Mel- 
ville and yourself, can you assign any date to that 
conversation ?— -I believe it was as far back ^s otlr 
general settlement in the year iSoo. 

Did you, in that conversation, propose that there 
shoufd be instructions -and directions for the mutual 
destruction. of vouchers?---! never mentioned thit 
clause in the release to his lordship, nor did t recol- 
lect that such clause existed in that lease, fill I wlis 
reading it over at the time the honouraWe manager 
called upon me to re^d it; so little impression had it 
made upon my mind, and so littk nieaning had I in 
desiring it to be put in. 

You say that the interest fell short df the dividends j 
do you mean that the dividend upoif'ihc stock did not 
produce such a sum of money as the interest upon the 
money lent ? — That was the impression of my mind 
when I spoke yesterday ; but that was upon a calcub- 
tion which I made yesterday, which I find, that al- 
though erroneous, is not materially so; only lo/., I 
believe. 

Were any of those accounts and vouchers, which it 
was the object of the release to have mutually de- 
stroyed or given up at that time, in the hands of Lord 
Melville ?— Lord Melville delivered no vouchers to 
me ; and I do not know whether he has destroyed 
. them at this moment^ or possesses them or not; I 
know nothing of them. 

What was the name of that solicitor and friend who 
prepared this deed ?— Mr. John Spottiswoodeof Sack- 
ville-street. ' 

Whether that gentleman was not generally employ- 
ed in law affairs respecting Scotch property ?^— He was, 
I believe. ^ • \ , ' • 

Whether that Mr. Spottiswoodc ^aS not a man of 
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considerable eminence in his profession? — He w^j 
6{ considerable eminence, and a post eminent cha- 
racter. 

Whether it consists with your knowledge, that that 
release was drawn by Mr. Spottiswoode according to 
his own professional knowledge, as to what >vould be 
the right form of such a release ; or wheth^sr any di- 
rection was given by you, with respect to any clauses 
(hat should be inserted in it ? —I gave no specific 
directions respecting that clause j but, ve had a con* 
yersation upon it ; f am sure it mu$t hsve proceeded 
.frpm hig advice, although I dq not recollect )that 
jjeithen 

Whether that clause ip the release, that states the 
consent pf both parties to thie registration of tba}: iur 
strument in the public records ot Scotland, was sug- 
jested by you or by Mr. Spottiswpoclc i—\ know $p 
. littlp of deedji of that description, that J djd ngt kpow 
that such a clause was in the deed. 

Whether it consists with yoftr knowledge,, that acr 
cording to that clause this instrument is or is not t0 be 
publicly recorded ?-— I have never taken any steps to- 
^waj-ds having it publicly recorded j if it has been 
publicly recorded, it must haye been by }Ar. ^ppttjs- 
woodp, bpfore it came io my hands. 

paving stated that the intimation which you had 
received from the commissioner^ had an operation 
upon your mind, when you directed the release to be 
prepared, was that fact or circumstance, to yovir 
knowledge, communicated to Lord Melvilje; J mean 
the operation of that upon your mind ?-rI dp not 
^recollect that I evef statcjd any thifjg upon tbaf subject 
, to jjord ^$elville. ' . 

Do you know whether any other person ever stat;ed 

to tpvd M^lyille, that pn account of that transaptioq 

. with the commissioners^ it Would be expedient that 

such a release as this should be executed i—^o si|fh> 

fapt por)S|sts with my knowjedgp. 

When you communicated to Lord J^elyille your 
advice that the n\oncy should* be removed rrom the 
|>3nlf'jo Mj. Coutts'^i shop, had you at that time 
jfprmcd apy intention of applyinor ^ money to priya^^ 
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purposes ? — ^It is not impossible that I had ma^e use 
of the public money before that time 5 but I had ic 
xibt in contemplation, to the best of my remembrance* 
;that this would add any facility to my doing so in fi|«* 
ture after that tim^. 

How long was it after the money had been placed itt 
Coutts's, that you first began to employ it in the var 
rious ways in which you have stated you did employ it 
for your private use and benefit? — I believe 1 had begao 
to employ it before it had gone there; and I continued 
it after it had £one there; there was no interruption 
that I know of. 

You have stated that it would appear from the chest 
account, and the account current^ that the public 
money had been applied ; and you haye also stated^ 
that when you presented the accounts to Lord Mel- 
viUe> Lord Mel vile did not examine the accounts in 
your presence ; did yoij ever call the attention of Lord 
Melville to the items of the accounts so delivered, as 
itetxis (hat would shew that he applied the pubHc 
money to private use and benefit ? — 1 do not recollect 
that I ever did or niade any observation of that nature 
to his l^ordship. 

Then, afc vye to understand that you being the pay- 
master of Lord Melville, and yourself apprii^ed thaf 
you were applying public money for priyate purposes* 
'fsuffered Lord Melville to take those accouats intQ 
his possession, without suggesting to him that &ueh 
spatter would appear from examination of the ac- 
counts?— fAs Lord Melville n^yer communicated to 
me the application which he meant to make of 
the^e sums/ I did not think myself at liberty to make 
^ny observation tQ bis lordship upon that trans- 
action. 

Having stated that you frequently drew ^pon the 
{>ank beyond theamountof the bills assigned for pay-* 
J^^tnt, whether you ever distinctly or otherwise com- 
rhunicated that fact to Lord Melville? — I wa*y not seor^ 
sible at the tinje that I did it, I never had it in con^ 
templatton^ whether J drew a greater or a $maller suu| 
^an the bills assigned for payment -, I was guided by 
# JttO* which J fQUf»4 rpmm^ uncl^}in?4 ^ my 
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trand^ whidi would ti<>t be waa^d; without making 
^ny calculation of the sort. I did noc tne^itioa it to 
JLord Melville, not thiaking it at all necessary in 4he 
■gewral management of the business. 

Having stated that the India stack \yas invested in 

4he name of Llod, Wj^s H invested in the name of Lind 

-not oiily for the purpose of bein^ a security for thp 

'miooey with which it was purchai^ed, but also for the 

further purpose of inducing JU^rd Melville to believe 

thattb^ money had been actually furnished by Lipd ? 

— ^I believe in my €'videnQe yestertiay I stated to your 

lordships, that the document had lately fallen into my 

bands^oy which I found that the stack was priginally 

i»vesfed in the name of the person virho made the pur- 

' chase; that it was son^^ time-before it went into the 

-nanae bf.Mr. Lind. It was during that time that I did 

net communicate any thii)g upon ihe subject to Lord 

Melviile> I believe. 

WasLiord M.elville to your knowledge ever ac- 
rquainted that that stock was in any other name than. 
ihe name of .Lind?-r-l do not think his lordship ever 
'v-tras^' ... 

Having stated that from time to time you presented 
ftccounis bofh public and private, to Lord Melville, 
' and that when a seltlement was asked for,.his lord- 
4 ship postponed from time to time coming to that set- 
V tiemeot, whether th^re was in point of fact any se^ttle- 
i.ment till the time of the general release ? — I stated to 
yourlolcisbips yesterday, th^t there was a general set- 

* tkraentof his lordship's accounts ac tlje tiaxe his lord- 
ship left the office in May j 800. 

s. : «Who yvas it that suggested to you tjie propriety of 
Jceeping, a chest account? — Jt ^yas. merely giviijg a 
name to an account which I found necessary to raise 

: in debitiiTg Lord Melville with that:io,6oo/., which I 

• found not in the bank whea I succeeded MK Pouglas 
.zs paymaster. - - , 

Why. did you -entitle it a chest accpijnt ?— rl recollect 

.nothing of the circumstance;: but if I inay be aljow- 

i-ed to luppese it, I should, radhe^ thiflk.tjj^at JUprd Mel- 

. Tilleixic^iued; HDC; to mi^t . 2^n .accQu^ty. ^d *tQ CJ^U ijt. a 

vdicuticcQunt^.^: * ... . -• -a'- u ; . ^ ' \^ 



•• • * % , t 4* 



lias 

Did 'LoM Melville expfa?n to- you that th^it ^um of 
io;66o/. was public money ?-^He did noi explain it to 
'rte, tfierc Was no necessity for that, for I knew it to 
be so. ...» 

You "have been stating, that von advanQed the 
money with which* the India stock was purchased, 

'^khough it stood 16 the name of Mr. Lihd, whether 
yiau- received from Mr. Lind any security for that 
East India stock in his name purchased with yotir 
money? — I received an acknowledgement to that 
purport. 

Did that acknowledgement state for whom the 
purchase was made? -^It did not, at least it did not 

'mention Lord Melville's name, but my own. 

* Whether, if the speculatifm had succeeded. Lord 
Melville had any means of getting at this nioney, es- 
pecially if you were dead ?-?— i am free to say it oevUr 

* entered my consideration. 

Since you took no acknowledgement from Mr. 
Lind, that the stock was purchased with the public 
money, suppose that speculation had turned out a4- 
vantageously, what security had Lord MelviHe (6r tKe 
fruit of it ? — None ; but my own boolcs having fully 
described the transaction.' 

Give a mrore particular answer t6 that question ?. — 
I do not think I have it in my power tb do so.* 

No written acknowltedgcment having been giVen ty 
' Lind to you in consequence of the investment* of the 
stock inliis name, would not Lord Melville have been 
bound to pay the monevto Mr. Lind, though Mr. LrnU 
had never advanced it ? — I do not rccolJ^sct any docu-. 
meot that passed between us, except an acknowledge- 
ment from Mr, Lind, that the 2,000/. stock belonged 
to me. 

Was there any writtien acknowledgement g1ven.'b[y 
Mr. Lind, that that stock was purchasecl* with yo^^r 
money, and not with Mr. Lind's ? — Yes, there was. ' 

Whether you did not put Lord Melville in this situ-^ 
ation of having no advantage from this speculaciow, 
if it turned out an advantageous speculation; and vet 
td have been a los6r, by being compelled, iii ca$e gf 
your death, to pay this rtioney to Mr. Lind, as if the 
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money l)ad been advanced by him?-^I did not con- 
sider Lord Melville in that situation ^ the trans- 
action was fully described in my book ; and those 
I have appointed to be my executors, I am certain 
would have done justice to Lord Melville ^s well 9s to 
myself. 

Whether any person except yourself in the navy 
pay office received any advantage, directly or indi- 
rectly, from the use of the public money ?t — I believe 
that some of the sub-accountants have derived some 
small advantages, but I am not at all acquainted with 
l^em; I; can speak to nothing but my own trans^ 
actions. 

Mr. Robert Trotter, and Sir William Forbes wer« 
pfd^ed'to prove certain payments by Mr. Alexander 
Trotter to Sir William Forbes and Co. and Mansfield 
and Co. in the years 1787 and 1789, and one. of the 
clerks from Messrs. Coutts and Co. proved the state 
pff Mr. Trotter's account with that House at various 
periods,' ^nd the payments ipade by Mr. Trotter on ' 
Vccoiint qfjX.ord Melville's subscription to the loyalty 
Joan, the last payment of whi^h w?is on the a7th Sep. 
teniber 1797. - 

Mr. Antrobus proved that on the same day Xx>rd 
Melville executed four several powers to epable 
Messrs. Coutts and Co. to receive the dividends and 
to sell all (he stocH standing in Jjoxd Melville's name, 
viz. 1.2,000/. reduced and cop^ols, i^yZ^ql. loyalty 
loan, and 4>i78A East India stock -, and that |ie th^r^- 
upon signed sn order in th^ following wordst : 

Messrs;. Thom^ Coutts and Company, 

I have cxeputfd ppwers pf attorney ip yoi»r f^vor, 
to enable you to receive the dividends, and likewise fpr 
the sale of consolidjited 3 pgr, cents., reduced 3 per 
cents., and 5 per cents. i797> standing iii my nanie jit 
the bank ; also for my India stock. And I desire thfit 
the dividends you will from time to time receive on 
these funds may be placed to the credit of Alejcand^r 
Trotter, Esquire's, acf gunt -, and that you will take any 
directions he may at any time give resppctipg the sale 
Qf allpr any part of jhc^e §^ocks, and, apply the prpr 
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4uce in any manner he may direct: for which^ thisuis^ 
your authority. . '. \ '"« 

Henry Dundds^y:- ^ 
Sorncr3et-place, 26th Septcmbir 1797. : ^ i 

Mr. Antrobus also' proved that he and his parlri^r*' 
held Lord MelviHe's 13,500/. East Indta* stock and 
7,000/. 3 per cents reduced, subject to the corttrodl of 
Mr- Trotter. 

It was also proved that in May t8oo, when Lord 
Melville went out of office, Messrs. Cofltts and Co.' 
advanced t3,ooo/. lipon the security of'his'Wrdship and 
his son, and an assignment of the place of keeper of^ 
the signet in Scotland. - - 

Then Mark Sprot, Esquire, was examined as fol- 
lows: 

Whether you accepted of the cbntroul over a fcier^ 
tain sum of India stock, amounting to 13,500/. from 
Mr. Alexander Trotter in the month of May 1800 ?-^ 
I think I did, but I cannot be certain. 

Did you advance a sum of money upon certairt' 
stocky East India and other stock, through the soli- 
citations of Mr. Alexander Trotter, at that time?~' 
I did, , '. 

To what amount?*-*! think to 51,700/. I. have 
seen it since to refresh my memory. 

On whose account did you make that advance ?Ur 
To the honourable Robert Saunders Dundas. ''^' " 

Did youobcain complete power ovet those stocfcs 
as your own in consequence of that advance?-— I cer-^' 
talnly^had complete power lo- have had ft whenever f 
pleased. . i ..* . ^ 

To whom did you pay the 5 1 ,7^00/, that you have 
xnentioned ? — ^I paid h to Alexander Trotter. , , ^ 

Did you receive a draft, or the producie of a' dfaft of. 
JLord Melville, to the amount of 1,4127/. to even the 
account between the loan and the stock you had re« 
ceived as a pledge for that loan ? — I never received a 
draft of Lord Melville. 

Did yott receive a sum of t,427/» in-order to make 
that even ?— I received it from Mr. Alexander Trotter, 
as far as my memory goes. * 

Cannot you refer to your banking book, in which 



Ea have . tiafe exact amotxm of tfetf' sum ? ittfu ro ffte 
ok. May zid 1800?— I have not. gpt the book, 
ii€fe. 

Do yon recolskct that you did receive (hat sum' of 
14/^VfL us. iid.i — I do. : 

Do you know from vCrhom; you receivid.thal?— rl. 
think, from the best of my knowledge, it* was. from 
Alexander Trotter ; I am sure it was. .... * 

On whose account did you receive it P-p— Oq the ho- 
nourable Robert Saunders Punda^s accouf^tv 

Did you transact money J3u^ir\css lafgely at Any rime 
for Mr. Alexander Trottter ?rr-I have bonro.wcd money* 
of Mr: Alexander Trotter, and have lent hiDa.cpnsi-?> 
derablesumsj large sums. ' . . . .. 

Did you ever purchase navy or victualling bills, or. 
other government securirtes for Alexander .Trotter, 
and for his benefit and advantage r-^I onpe.purchaseid* 
navy bills to the amounti I Sjajd, often or tNRrolyei thoii* 
sand pounds; but I find jn a book I have foumtiflince^* 
there is an account of the navy I purchased tpr Himi 

•Refer to your book and state what is'tht quarttityof' 
navy bills you so purcha§edj?-r^Thjat.wottlii .take lipa. 
long time to do. . i 

. Whether the navy bills you: so purcbiised ibr/ Alex- 
ander Trotter at any time^ were ever at a ti&count ? ; 
"3*1 have no mcftipry of th^j . '^' ^^^ / •• -' 

Do you recollect Alexander Trotter bormwirig* ai 
sum of Money <)f jrou in preference to tbc» sal^ of Jhis 
tiavy bills ? — -I remember his hofi^wingi vaonty of: 
me, a considerable suoi ;. J have i^fiaSon: to jJiiok>tic» 

was to' prevent his selling his navy bills. /- ..; 

' * ' , . ... * • '* 

• . ' ' Cross-examined. \ 

, Had you any pecuniary, 'transactions wiithr Lord 
Melville in vouf Life Pr-Never,, . .... 

^ H^e you any acquaint-ancQ with Lord Melville? 

A very slight one. I have htd the honour ^two or : 
three times of being in Lord Melville's company 5 buti 
never. a word of money dc a^y thing of that kiid 
passed. . ' .•.'--',•.' 

Were not you applied to by Mr, Trotterx.ift nS^o- 
to adv^nne money to him on ccrtain.stockr^-*^. trsst 



State the particulars of that transact ibn to the best 
of your recollection, and with whotn it was ?— Mr* 
Trotter told me that he Avished I tvould do him tb« 
faivour of lending him upon India stock and reduced 
loyalty stock ; I agreed to lend it him. He prdjjo^d 
for me to lend it to the honourable Robert Dundi^ : I 
then bad a meeting with the hondurble Robcfrt Dun* 
Has, and I said T would not lend it upon heavy stocky 
such as India and loyalty too, which was a heavy stock; 
tut, that I wished toJcnd it iipon three per»cerit, con* 
sols and India. The sum wanted was fifty thousand 
odd pounds, upon which I had a meeting with him 
next day, and that 1,400/. mentioned was to reduce 
the stock that the'tfividend of India and the dividend 
of loyalty should be five per cent, equal to the sutB 
lent five cent. 

Then was it upon that accoutit that ypu receiVtiI 
from Mr. Trotter one thousand four hundred ^nd 
twenty-seven pounds eleven shillings and devea 
pence ?— -It was. . 

Had you any intercourse with Lord Melville during 
the course of thut transaction ? — ^None. 

Was the stock disposed of or not ? — It was raAer 
Io'ng-w4nded 5 I was anxious to get my money : I had 
stayed two or three years, and 1 wrote ehher to thk 
hongurabte Robert Sanders Dundasorto Mr. Trotter', 
beggirtg permission to sell the* stock j for 'I ^did neft 
thinK things were clear. • * , . 

Look at that paper put into your hand : is thfit 
your hand-writing ?-— ^It is ^ and this* can tell the verjr 
dates. • 

Was that paper written by you at the time'-'of thjc 
"transaction? — It was. ' 

Can you, by'having your memory refreshed from 
that paper, specify the particulars of the transaction;? 
-—Yes I can: the surfi of India stock was i4;5cb/., 
which was valued at thcprice of the day, 210/;*;' the 
cofisols 355529A is'. 3^., va:lued at 60/., that '«ade 
51,7677. i^s: .The sum that I }ent there is ii!Jtt*reit 
' trom' the lisC of May, rSoo to the 21st. of May, ifllb^, 
^,^85^. 7^. 9^., Then there is. cash paid-AlexirW^r 
'^Y6tter 30th Ottobexi this w^a^ to brii^g tlie* int^re^t 
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beisdtoe^iirwijftcrit: of \i^ ^oard of controul ?— NFrorii 
Ike mcaa&entlie fiiist cfltered kblat oflitce he be^m to do 

iutv^ . . .••).■..■■. 

^- Wheit -was tbM ?-f^Fpom ScpMmber 1^84^ 

From September 1.784 till May ii&di Lord Melville 
did thd wlm? ftufiuaess t>f tbat exteosbre departmf tit ? 
^^[ raay sa^ he did ahno&c 'exclusively ; I might almost 
^ fiarthen, abd'saf . qutte:^ witk the oih^r anembers that 
wm of the board junior t(> hon. 
- Wa« t&e bit»nes8 of tbe-effice at that time, and 
psstiQubsrlf at the first' pei'ipds of ir^ a bus^ess that 
iiequfred i^ecj .|;reat and : constant atbchtioni^— Very 
great and constant, wtdiautaay salary^ I belieTe> till 

I793- 
Theft for, the firft nine years, of that time Lord 

Melville executed the duties of that extensive depart- 
ment vrilho«t.anjr salary at aU?--rWithaut any salary 
whatever. 

Dcr y*u recollect that tbaf wa3 the period tvheo the 
fin* establishment took plac< of tJ»e board. of con- 
troul, 17S4? — Certainly, and I believe they .^rst met 
the id of Scptboabdr 1784 at the treasury. 



Then the Right Honourable Charles Bragge Ba- 
th tfrst vs^as caHed in, and being sworn, was examined 
as follows: 

•"' ' ' ' . ' • 

1 'WeW: yw at any tin^ treasurer, of the navy ?•— . 

I was. 

, . , , , 

When i^er fe you appointed tfr tha-t Ofiice i-^ln No- 
vember iSoi:, I thitik^ 
Hqw long did you continue in that office.?-^Till 

the spring of 180J. 

Who was youj paymaster during that titae?-~Mr. 
Trotten 

Where, was the public mooey beldngiag to.th« va^tf} 
pay office ^cnlged when you first acceptjcd the ofiice 
of treasurer of the n^y ?'— 1 have no- meana of stating 
that. 

JOa Y<&x know whether all the money wa^ lodged in 
the bank of England, or elsewhere ?-r~I* CAiiJ^inljc 
know nothing of thai, 

Didybu'^caDverthirt all the money belonging to 
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the rffivy pay offifce, during tlie time of your holding 
that office, that the public money was not lodged in 
the bank, or any part of it ? — I was so informed by M^. 
Trotter, my paymaster. 

Did you receive that Information originally from 
Mr. Trotter ?~i did. 

At what time did Mt. Trotter give you that 
information ?-i— I believe, on my first entrance into the 
office ) perhaps I should state that I understood it to 
apply only to a sma^l part, which it was found neces*- 
$ary for the convenience of the office to deposit iii 
the hands of a private banker, instead of the whole 
Remaining in the bank» 

Did you direct the discontinuance of that practice f 
I did in the course of my holdmg that office. 
. At what time did you direct that discontinuance f 
—In the course of the Bummcr of the year 1 86a* ... 

Was your order compHfed with?— -It. was^ 

Were any representations made., to yon, ot any 
remonstrances on the discontinuance of that prac^ 
tree?-— Does the question mean to apply to the time 
previous or afterwards. 

Previous? — ^Representations were made* to me 6f 
the conveDknce supposed to accrue to the, office^ 
from the practice whfch I .nriderstood had pffcvailtd, 
of kcepmg; small sums of money in the hands of 4 
private banker. 

. Do yba know what were the sitm^ of money, or 
did you inqmre what they were, which were so kept 
in the hands of a private banker ?— I did not. 

Did you receive any representations upon the inc.oft-* 
ircnience arising from the niotiey being replaced at thtf 
bank, after such order of yours h^d been executed t 
-^I am not aware of any such repre$eritations> nor do 
I'believe that^ny such were made to me. , . 

Art. you acquainted with any inconvenience Which 
resulted from the execution of your orders?— Cer- 
tainly fiot, perfcowiilly; the ofFtte was Conducted 
during my time by the paymaster, and unless. Upon 
extraordinary occasions,rcprc6€ntations were not made 
to the tfeasurer^I believe certainlynonis auoh. weretii«|de 
to me, by any person in any department fn the office^ 
or by any person having any demands upon the office* 

K z 
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What are the duties of tht treasurer of the. navy ? 
^ — I must submit to your lordship, that I he^ld tha* 
office for the space of .about eighteen months ; that I 
have been out of that office for three years ; and that 
your lordships, are already apprized of the manner in 
which* that office is conducted. I will, now answer 
any question the honourable manager rfiay put to me. 

What duties did you execute as treasurer of the 
,navy ? — Your lordships have been already, informed* 
.that it had been the practice of my predecessor, I find 
that it had been the practice of. the noble Viscount 
at your lordships* bar, it h^d been the practice. of 
another member of your lordships' h6use,\wh6m I 
succeeded, Mr. Ryder, to delegate all the power of 
issuing and receiving money from the bank to the 
paymasters 3 that was done, by a general power of 
attorney J consequently, all the payment transactions,- 
which I presume are more immediately the subject of 
your lordships' inquiry, were conducted and made by 
the paymaster, the references were made to me in 
particular cases, and in other branches of the ^ffice,^ 
not relating to the payment of money, and in a variety 
i)f other transactions, references were made to me 
sometimes daily, sometimes at considerable intervals ; 
tut with respect to the payment and receipt of money, 
in all the various branches of the office, that was con- 
ucted entirely by the paymaster. 
. The Commons then presume they are to understand, 
from the answer last given, th^t the paymaster acted 
for the treasurer in all payments, under a general 
power of attorney, and acted in all the routine of 
business, with regard to receipts and payments of 
Xnoney, without the interference of the treasurer?—* 
fie did so, except in a case of any extraordinary 
reference that might be made to the treasurer, a. 

Did he perform all the principal duties of the 
office ? -^Certainly so. 

Did Mr, Trotter continue to be your paymaster to 
the conclusion of your treasurership ? — He did. 

Cross-examined. 

Question by Cip»;»/^/*— Whether payments in very 
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ito^l sueetSi. yn4er tw6pty ,8h)}ltng9f are nof <kily made 
in the office to sailors and .their relatives ?—Fro» 
what I have stated already, your lord^ips will per- 
f:eive it is,i30t.in my power personally to answer that 
question* . » 

. Was it ttOt \^ the course of office that they shouU 
be paid in that, manner^-— I have no other means 6f 
answering that question than a persuasion that there 
must be ^mall sums, and of course, that small 
demand^ wpuld be paid. r 

Which, department of the payment «f &eamen'» 
wages in London arise in^— In one of the subr> 
accountants I apprehefld^ ^nd not of the paymaster 
personally. . ; , - *} 

The Ryb-a,ccpunt4nt receiving a 5upply,;fa)m the 
paymaster ?-^The s^upply received ffom/the pay^ 
master I apprehend to be in advances of s^tne magni**; 
tude> supposed to be adequate to the demanda in that 
department for a limited ti.me^ • 

Do you l^now whether, posterior to the alteratiohc 
you made iq the summer pf i8p2, those small pay- 
ments continued the same afterwards as before *- I 
presume they did, : ' ' 

I understood you to state, that the general duties 
and business of the office, especially with respect to 
receipts apd payments, were delegated altogether to* 
the paymaster, and that you did not interfere in that* 
bu^inesj^, exrcept when your attention was called to it- 
by reference j by whom wa^ the reference made to- 
you, when your attention was called to any of the- 
business that wj^s going on/— Always by the pay- 
master, if he wa$ in the office ; if he was absent, as- 
he was a short time during the time I remained in the' 
office, it would probably be made by Mr, Wilson, 
who acted in hU absence for him* 

■ 

Re-examined 

^esfion hy Managers. -^-^WdL^ it a pa ft of your duty 
a;^ treasurer of the navy, and had you the power and 
controul over the paymaster ?— Certainly ; I ccmsi^ 
der?^ the paymaster as my immediate deputy» for 
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undctsteod at a monoefit^. 

^ Was it iti consequence pf the duty cast upon you^ 
:and the. amhcrity you were invested with^ that you 
made that order, to discontinue the money being in the 
&anda of a private banker, and not in the bank?-^ 
Certain^ly ; in conieqtM^nce of the power I c^ceived t 
bad over the whole of that olffice. 
i. Do y6u know of your own^ knowledge, whether thcl 
paymaster ever made any small payments witb his 
ewnbftnds ?^*-Th^ vvhole subject ot payments is totally 
out of my personal knowledge. '* 

1 ^ We wi|h to understand whether the payment of 
those small sums of money, according to -the course 
«nd praciict of th« office, was in the hand^ o( the 
paymasoer, and at his disposition ;' or in the hands o€ 
the *ub-accotintant8 ?— I apprehend it to be iiiade by 
tbe «ab-«OGoantant«* ^ - 

Then the Right Honmirablc George Tievftey was^ 
<ailed in^ and beii^g swoni,.was examiriefd asfetlov^: 
- . Were you at any time- treasurer of ihfc navy ?-t*-F 
was-. • - . : . ^ « • . *- 

When did you undertake that office ?r —Sometime 
towards.' the epd of the month of May 1 803. 
^ Did ycu execute thfe duties of that office person- 
ally ?*~I .did during the time I had the honour to" 
hold that office, ^all that I conceived it incutnbent 
upon me to do in the discharge of the duties of it ;' 
that isy I gave to the ^office my general and pretty con- 
stant sup^erintendance. 

• \Did you give a povi'ier of attorney to any pei^n to' 
eweauie the duties of the office as paynYaster ?--^I did,' 
10 the first instance, to Mr. AJcxander Trottef, whom I 
fcmnd in possession of thaJl office^ and who had held ii' 
for a number of year€^ preceding die time of my ap*' 
pointment, and afterwards ac the distance of about a 
month or six weeks I I'enaaved Mr. Trotter for the 
purpose of appointing another gentleman, Mr* I^atham* 

Did Mr, Latham execute the duties of the office of 
pay-master during the time you. hdd the office ?-— He 
did ttU Ireligned Ifhe office in the month of May 1804, 

• M^4 h^'faU authority tadraw for-aH the public cast 
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a& pajFtna^tfer ? — He teted under ^ the samto potoerf 
which preceding payoitst^rs bad acted under; att 
least, my direclion was> tiiat the^pdweir to'lum shauld* 

be 8o draws* ^ -^ 

In the absence of Mr. Latham who vstonKl Jiave*^ 
been, according to the course of practice in the: affice>> 
to execute his office P-^-Il »ias one of the inconfve-^ 
niences which I found in: the office,' that if »tbe pay»-^ 
master were occasionally rabsent ihct'^rw^^ no officer 
in tbac departinenc who officially would bave Btrcn* 
ceeded bimi consequently the burden of the office: 
would have fallen personnally upon myself, as far asi 
related to drawing upon the Bank of England. 

Had any other person authority from you to draw 
the pttbfic Sidney except Mr. Trotter in the - fim fn- 
stance, > and Mr. Latham m the second l-^Na <XheP 
per$Qn iwhaeeyer. . ^^ * 

Was any alteration made durinjg your ir^asurer-^ 
Mip ill the manner of conddcting the i)dyvi)es» vtqth 
respect tm drawing mohey from the BaiUc 6f fingla^^I^. 
— A Tory considerable alteration toiok pladi dltt)b^ 
immediately ; upon the npypointineiit 0f Mn L^thilftir 
an alteration for which Iwas indebted to a^ sug^^^ibti': 
of Mr, Trotter. • ...*;..'.':: 

Was^ any thing done by way of cocnmunksaf i6n frortf 
Mr* Tfotlier to you, as to^altering the mod<^ of pl&drVg*- 
itioney :to the acco^unt of the Sub«accdiM4f^t6 In l\^ 
Bank of En^and^^-^Thralterati^ftn which look pf^e^ 
umter nKy<lircctjon wad tbi% rhat'hetet^ftf^ it had^ 
been the custtrnifor tlic 8ub-acoottftt«iAts M^^tWk Upton 
the payoiaster in themorniisg, staiitlg wHat ^m tbey 
altould probably want io order t^ carry on the ctrrrent^ 
transactions of the day, and upon thistepresertJatloh' U* 
draft-wis drawn upon the \mik and rdess^ngeis dis- 
patched wicb it, who came back bHngiAg hon^ the^ 
nioney^ which was delivered to thd B&b^aiecountant ; 
tiie alteration I made was ^is, tb^f whei^ i- siib-^ 
aeccHUiiian:t applied to the paymaster - for a siith o^ 
oiMtc^^ no sfDch poceedic^g tpok plat^ ^& a dri^ft b^ng* 
gives by :tlw payciasner wpidfif the Bank- dfEnglahd j| 
the mode to obviate that neces«ty tfic^pWd l^ me W^i' 
diis,.tbai fintf difieseiil a0c4>tt4f>l& w«)% tttked at tbe 
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bdnk in the name of the four principal clerks why> had- 
the payment ot the money, afid these accdHftts being*' 
so raised in the bank books instead of their* beiftg piit* 
in cash by the paymaster's draft, the paymaster wrote^ 
to thie bank' an order stai'mgj write off from my ac- 
count to theiacGOunt of the sub-ac«ountant in^ques-* 
tion, the sum which he had^stated lo be necessary for 
oarrying;on the br^inary payme»tSL ^ • ' 

Do you know whether, in the course of -thie office, 
any payments are' made by ahe treasurer ^or his^ pay- 
master ?— f Ocrtaiiily . not : there :are >^onye ^excie^ons, 
but they arc very rare. 
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« : You are : understood .to . state, that ' the a^evation^ 
fli^de, w^s a- direction ,tQ write^offaVuni Trombone ai> 
cpunt to another account: is that (he*aU»ralion ?~ 
C^rtainlfw •: { ^ ' « ' ,\/i''; ' .' :.•: . 

;i ^ou halve jstatied the formjof/tfaff^'order that« Tfas 
givep. upon that occasion: tpleaserto- repeat what ther 
§>rm Qf the ordfer was?r-The formof the^ordwto the- 
l^mk was,.to,tb^ best of my recollection j^but I have^ 
xjftt had pQS3e^«dn of one of these drafts for two yeans^i 
it was, " Write off from my account, to the account- 
pf .Mr* SwaffieJd,. Mr. Davis, Mn Slade, orMrv John 
Sw^ffiekl, such a sum." The bank would then obey> 
^9( instruction ; ,dnd that sujb*^ccountant would iind» 
h^n^self posseseied of a sum at the bank for jwhich hei 
ipig^t dr^w 9s. sb<)uld appear to him to be convenient.' 

; I pre$}^e that was the whole form of the draft, as- 
lysar asyop.cgi;! recoUe.ct^ that was given: upon that- 
occasion i — My r^cojlection dpes. not. furnish me with 
apy- otl>er answer. »*- 

Whether thjp, drafts went oh to q)ecify any head -of> 
senice, or onjy in general terms to have it writ off. 
from one account to another ?— To the best of my. re-' 
Qollectioi) it WQ^ld l?e unnecessary so to do^ because- 
the account was pj^ned.at the bank in the name o£k 
the subraccoDntant^ stating for what. particular branchy 
therefore to Ayrite off, explained what the nature of 
t):ie4)ayment was to be, 

...Did the si^b^l^ccpuntant keep any official or-priisat^' 
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account at \he bank?— I know of no other accounts* 
than the accounts to which I have alluded. 

Prior to the order in question, was it usual for the 
s'ub-accountantants to keep an official account at the 
Hank, or such an account as they might keep any- 
where else? — I apprehend that, officially, the sub-- 
accountants kept no account at the bank : what they 
might do for their individual convenience is that of 
which I have no cognizance. 

• Individuals might keep an account at the bank, but 
that was not an official account ? — 1 understand it so. 
' After the alteration took place, did it still continue 
to be the usage of the office to make, small payments 
in cash at Somerset House? — I apprehend that new 
regulation, which I have endeavoured to destribe,- 
created no alteration whatever in the practice of the 
ofRce^ but only effected the mode of bringing money • 
from the bank to the office. 

"Do you kriow* that small payments to a consider-> 
able amount were made daily at the office at Somerset 
House in the proper departments ? — I know it as well > 
as I can know any -thing which I did not actually sec. 
I apprehend there is not the least doubt upon the'- 
subjeet, but not having seen the actual payments- 
made, Icannot Undertake to swear to it. 

Yo are understood to say, that you gave a power? 
of attorney first to Mr. Trotter, and afterwards to Mr.^ 
Latham, to execute the duty of paymaster, and to act' 
as your deputy ? — I did, 

•After that, was the general detail of all receipts, 
and payments left to that officer ? — The general detaii 
of receipts and payments was left to that officer. I 
frequently superiiitcndcd the nature of the accounts, 
and having, from time to time, references made to me* 
upon* any difficulties that might occur; and I might 
state more than that, that. I held it my duty, whether* 
difficulties occurred' or not, as much as possible to 
superintend the general state of the cash at the; 
office:. 

'Was the detail of the business of receipts and pay* 
ipents of each day done by the paymaster ?-^Certainly, 
unless any payment was claimed about which th^Q^ 
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might h^ s0m^,dovbt. , All the ordinaiy pajtoiciitSi 
were made in the way the karned x:oun6el stippos^s. ^^ 
V^ripOS other witnesses were examined or> the p»rt 
c^ the .prosecution, but ,the preceding statement conr, 
tains t»he;i whole: of the evidence material to support 
the charges cfOQtaincd in j^he articles. . , 

;. The., SqliGitO!:;,penefal (Sir Samuel Romilly) ob*, 
served upon the evidence, adduced by the ComqiOQS|y 
is a speech of* eor^sidecablc length and great ahlUty j 
after adverting to the importance of the case, and ^Iwn 
nature ot the: duties of th^ Lords and of the conamons* 

he said. : ; . '•■.•'■.■ 

' . My Ltrds, the crjrqes imputed by this impt^ach*' 
loenit to the pohle Loird arc of two k^nda. » They ar^j 
c^eaices ageinst the fiOmmon lav^r^ and a direct br«acb. 
of a. positive act pf pa/^U^imeot. The jSrj/ aod tl^tatrtb. 
articles relate only to offeaces at the common law* 
AiLthe other articles comprize in ;them oSenc^a at 
the common law, and likewise violation^ of the m^^ 
qf parJiaiDeoL . ' , 

Thejr^ and the im(i articles are jp substance the* 
same ; except that, th( frst article charges the noivle 
lord with having' declared in the Houfie of Commdns» 
that he would not reveal the application of a large suni 
of prublie money in his,hands» ; A»d the JifniJk article 
dot$'not cofitain any such pb^rge. AH the eyideBC0> 
vhich applies to one of ther(^ applies to the p^ier of 
those charges; and, my Lords, the sending up taohfi; 
House of Lords the sup(>leme»tary s^tiiple of impeach* 
mem vras a proceeding merely of feirness and indul^. 
gence to»thc noble lord.* \ • ■. 

TbejErj/ article bad: charged thi^jt the defendaoti 
before the act of parliptnerLt^haddpplied to hjg p^H 
czDoIument large sums of ptibHc money, nvbii^hbad 
ccMme to his hands, .a|>d a particular isam ;of i^ioooi: 
was. mentioned in that article. )The .Commons lii^vre. 
in possession of evidence^ to prove thai (he noble lofd. 
had possessed himself of much larger sums than tbas^ 
sonar af.itifOdol.i: an^id they, alight unqtiesdoatfbly hvve 

■r • 

* It war' sent tip after Lord Meltilk had put fH hi9 sri^w^ t^ 
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giveii evidence of all the sums, of which they Tiavef 
ftow given evidence, before your lordships, under that 
^5# article ; but as they conceived it was possible the 
noble lord might have his attention directed, and that 
fhotse with whom he advised might have their attentioit 
directed, to some specific sum oft 0,000/. and there- 
fore might not be so well prepared to defend hitosclf 
with respect to the- other sums, which they meant 
to charge him with having applied to his own use^ 
thefy tfiought it* a" proceeding only of fairness and of 
candour to the noble lord to carry up another article 
of impeachment, which Would particularly direct hirf 
attention to all the other sums, which they conceived 
fhey were in possession of evidence! to shew the noble 
lord had possessed himself of, amounting altogether ^ 
to the 4um of 27,000/. ' "^ 

My Lords, the offence charged in the Jirst or tent^ 
article then is, that the noble lord, filling a high ancf 
ptrblic office, and having received an augmentation of 
his salary upon the express condition that he would 
not derive any emolument whatever from the public 
money in his hands ; did, notwithstanding, apply the 
public money to his own use, and made profit of it 

That is the simple charge contained in the first 
article ; and then they charge his refusal to answer as 
to the Application which he had made of it.— My 
Lord^, I apprehend that it hardly can be necessary 
for me to state to your lordships, that th^ offence so 
charged is an offence at the common law, providedf 
the offence is made out in evidence. An oflScer re- 
ceiving a Salary upon the express condition that he 
will not do a certam act, and afterwards doing those 
acts^ is guilty of a breach of his duty as a public of- 
ficer ; ^nd as such he is indictable. I apprehend that 
no doubt will b<i raised ih your lordships minds upon 
lAtti point.* 

It- is not' my intention, my Lords, to comment 
upon, or even to state to your Idrd ships all, or even 
anf great part, of the evidence, which your lordships 
have already been now above eight days in receiving. 
It app«ar» to nie, that this cause may be put upon a 
very tew points, which lie in a very narrow compass ; 
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and It will not be necessary- for your lordships to fal 
Vxw us in all the calculations that we have niade ; to 
trace all the different sums in the manner that they 
have been traced by witnesses before your lordship©. 
It will by no means be necessary for your lordships to^ 
do all this, in order to satisfy your minds that the noble 
lord is guilty of the otFences with which-he is charged^ 
}t is upon a fevy facts that I shall rest the case of the 
prosecutors. ;.•..,.« 

The Solicitor General then enter^ into a minutf; 
detail of the evidence of the Ipmk ijiptes received a^ 
the exchequer, and paid, ipto Messrs. Dmnunond^ 
which he contended was positive proof that the pubKc: 
money, had been received by Lord Melville for hia 
private advantage, and th(ft, he contended, was clearly 
a breach of law, as the treasurer wa$ restrained from 
$0 doing hy the' terms of his -majesty's warranf. He 
then adverted to the a4mission d( Lord M9I vilip to Mn- 
Trotter, and in the House of Gotpmoi|S, -that he had 
received 10,000/, of the public money; apdargued». 
thfit although the Commons had not proved the pur-* 
poses to whiqh that sum had been applied, it must, oa 
account of the circumstances proved with respect to 
the two sums of 1,000/. each, be taken ;that thi^ 
ipioQO /. was applied by the nobb defcndai^t tQ pur^ 
poses of private emolument. 

He also argued, that the declaration by the defen-* 
<Jant in the House of Commons, that he would not re- 
veal the purposes to which h^. applied the money en* 
trusted to him by the public, was a breach oihh duty^ 
gs a public accountant, a fJagrant violation pf the law, 
^nd in itself an impeachable offence. He admitted that, 
under certain circumstances, the constitution had in- 
Ousted th? ministry with the use of public money, 
ijvithout their rendering any account of the applica-» 
tion of it; but then the ministers were under the oblir* 
gation of an .oath to state th^t it ha4 be^n applied for 
^uch purposes as it was intended for ; but there woul4* 
^e an end of all these precautions, if a public minister 
of bis own authority, under no such sanction, were tq 
}ffi acquitted of; the money intrusted to him;^ upon hi^ 
9\yn assertion, th^t it ^l^d l^ejep ^ppli^d tq pubUc p^r-^ 
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po^es. A declaration too made under icircurtistahces 
of peculiar aggravation, inasmuch as it was made in 
the midst of tne representatives of the people, in the 
very sanctulary of liberty. • ^ 

My JUordSi^ I shall not pccupy any more of your 
lordships' time upon the first and tenth articles ,- but 
shall proceed to the other charges against the noble 
lord. All the other facts which are comprised in the 
reniaining articles took place- subsequent to* passing 
the. act in 1786. We accuse the noble lord of having, 
in violation of that act, suffered money to be drawn 
out of thebank> not for public services, but for the 
piivatepmolumentof hispaynjaster, Mr. Trotter. We 
then charge the noble lord with having himself partici- 
pated, Qr rather derived emolument from the money so 
transferred from the bank. 

The first offence which I have stated is merely an 
offence under the act of parliament. The second, as 
we conceive, both in violation of the act,, and an of- 
fence at common law ; because the noble lord, sub- 
sequent to the act, as well as before, received the same 
salary of 4000 /. a. year, upon the same conditions, and 
for the same purposes* 

He then read several passages from the reports ot 
the commissioners of accounts, and from the actr and 
observed on the permission given by Lord Melville to 
Mr. Trotter, soon after the act had passed, to draw 
the. money from the bank, and lodge it at Messrs. 
Coutts and Cq.'s, which the solicitor general con- 
tended was clearly abreach of that act of parliament. 
. He then referred to the use Mr. Trotter made of 
this permission. At first, he said, he took out for his 
private purposes only 50,000 /. or 60,000 /. This con-* 
tiiiued for some .years ; b\it becoming bolder and more ' 
adventurous, your lordships find the balance drawn out 
of the bank by Mr. Trotter rising to the sum of 
100,090/. 200,000/. to 300,000/. to 350,000/. and, 
in the last year in which Mr. Trotter was the pay-* 
master of Lord Melville, at the time when Lord Mel- 
ville quitted his office, and when it was necessary to 
make up the public accounts, Mr. Trotter had in his 
h^ds^ of public mpney, Jittle less thau half a million' 
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of money ; ^hove 450^000 /. At thetthtr tinbe tbe ba-* 
iances remaining in Mu Coutts*& hands, . lipon Mr* 
Trotter's account, bore no correspondence MrilH those 
sums ; JFor when Mr. Trotter bad 209^000 /» of puMtc 
money, transferred by him to Mn Goutbfs^ he had 
left in Mr, Coutts's hancbonly 47,000/. At another 
time, after be bad transferred ai6,ooo/* of the public 
money into Mr. Coutts's hands he had tiot one shilling 
of public- money in Mr. Coutts^s hands : nay he had 
ovcrdrav^n his account^ and he was .debtor to Mrj 
Coutts in the sum of 330 1* The whole c^ this had 
been applied to private purposes, lent on private secu^ 
rities to individuals^ orupon governnient paper» of em^ 
barked in the funds. 

The Solicitor General then stated he should pro- 
ceed to show the advantage, which the noble defen*^ 
dant derived from the use of the public money. He 
first referred to the, conversation which took place with^ 
Mr. Trotter about the purchase of East Itidia stocky aixt 
said it was impossible to belicive tliat a man, possessed 
of the noble defendant's undo'standing and knowledge 
of the world, could have supposed thai some pel son 
should be found, who would lend moMy to another^: 
having no security whatever but that stodc in which 
the money was to be invested- If tbb, said he, was* 
to be proposed by some of those persons who advertise 
in the public newspapers the means they have to en* 
able persons to make fortunes for ihexxiselves, wdUld* 
you not suppose they were iosulting such peirsoneT by' 
the propos?il ? Is it to be supposed Ibat a person not 
having a shilling to advance, can speculate in the 
public funds wuth ^3,000/- giving the stock itself only* 
as a security to the person who lends ham the tnbncy f 
was not the impossibility upoa tbe face of it eviv 
dent. 

If the noble lord was ignorant of it before, was if 
possible be could entertain any doubt, after tiiiS) thaf 
his paymaster was making one advantage of this publib 
money ; not from any interest Mr- Courts might allow 
him from having so large a sum placed in his ha^ds» 
but that he was making a fortune by speculating with 
the public money in the funds, or uponuothe( seciirirp^* 
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Y^Dr lordships witl fiild, that before this conves-satioa 
had taken place, 6 i^ooo/. was the utmost of d)e publie 
balance that Mr« Trotter had bad id bis hands. But 
afterwd#da, 200>ooo/. 300^00/. 35opoa/. is. transfer^ 
red from the bank to Mn Trotter's private acoount;; 
and ail speeutaced with in the public funds, in- the maar 
ner irk ^^ieh the small sums had before beeiL spocot 
feted with. 

He then stated the particulars! of the advances tmade 
by Trotter for the loyally loart, the payments t-a Sir 
Wilfiam Forbes and Ca and Mansfield and Ccx and 
the purchase of 7,000/. reduced jpw cent* on accaimt 
of Lord Melville. AH of vAichne observed upon at 
great tength, at>d argued, that it was impossible thesis 
advances could be made without Lord Melvilk knaw^ 
ing he derived emolument from the public money. 

My Lords, continued he, I hxve little to add ta 
ttrhat 1 have already stated, but upon the destnartioo 
of the vou^ihers. 1 be Commons have chat god that as 
a substantive o(&nce in the noble Lord* It ii to be 
considered in two point si of vievv:; as being in itself an 
offence, and as affording a strong pnssvtmptian/ d 
juilt.^— Your lorctehips find that a release was executbd 
On^the 1 8th Febna4^ry, • iSoj, by the noble lord sir 
Scotland, and" by Mr^ Tf^tiEef on the 230 o£thd aasne 
fijonth in London. . ^ 

And in that release is cotitainad a recital that £bo 
parties Rad muti*a|}y deUviwcpct upv or had ajgmcd ta 
deKver ups avid destroy all the vouchers %vhich wore Sat 
leach other*s possessiDtt*. » The il^ed does not itidi 
make any |5fOvisioA ivhatever for the ^icstructkitt '<rf 
the vouchers I therli is no obligation^ bf that iostrtM 
ment„ imposed' upon^ either party, that they wooW dc^ 
$iroy vouehers^ but it merely recites chat the^ had de^ 
stroyedf aJl- those vouchers > that they had delivered^ 
up or ^iR destroy them*. It has been said, that there 
t^re not »oy vouchers destro^d by the noble ioni, m 
conseqiaence ef thate instrument being executed^ or 
siiKe dcstFoyedt, 

Now I wouki give the leamed counsel daeir choice 
upon that subject; either the vouchers were de* 
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stroyed in consequcbaJ of that iristniment * be!ng C3t- 
ecuted, or they had all been prcviousJy destrpyed, now 
if they had been previously destroyed they had been 
destroyed before the accounts were setiled, and be- 
fore the parties had released each other. If it be true, 
as it has been stated, that no vouchers Were destroyed 
in consequence of this, or subsequently to this, then 
they had all been destroyed while the account was yet 
an unsettled and depending account i Mrhen it was 
the interest of each party to preserve tho^e vouchers, 
when it was most peculiarly the interest of the noble 
Jord to preserve them, because they were the transac- 
tions of his agent. The noble lord's vouchers, in pos- 
session of Mr. Trotter, were comparatively of no im- 
portance, but the vouchers in the hands of Lord Mel- 
ville were of the utmost importance. They were 
the vouchers, by which he could alone check the ac- 
count of his agent. If these were destroyed before 
the accounts were settled, and the mutual demands 
released — for what purpose could they be destroyed, 
but for the purpose of destroying all evidence, which. 
it was known could never come to light, without, 
bringing destruction and ruin on the heads of the 
parties concerned in them. — That the vouchers have 
been destroyed by the noble lord, we havp his own 
evidence 5 — it is declared in the letter written to the. 
commissioners of naval inquiry, and which is upon 
your' lordships' minutes ; and it was before this ex-r 
ajninacion before the commissioners; — ^this is a ktter 
of the 30th of Jime, 1 804, in which the defendant 
says : — ^^ It is more than four years since I left the: 
" office of treasurer of the navy ; and, at the period of 
** my so doing, having accounted for every sum emprest;^ 
** ed into my hands, I transferred the wh^le existing 
"- balance to my successor ; from that time I never con- 
** sidered any one paper or voucher, th^t remained 
in my hands,as. of the smallest use to myself or any* 
other person ; and, consequently, being often in the 
practice, siqce I retired to Scotland, of employing, 
occasionally some time in assorting rny p^pprs,, and 
destroying those .thjit;: were useless, I ^n) s^ti^ed 
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there does not exist any one material^ by which I 

could make up such an account as you specify.** 
He then contended, that the destruction of papers, 
and other things to suppress evidence, was always 
held to be a strong inference of guilt. He cited some 
civil cases, where the destruction of papers had 
induced courts of equity to decree accounts most 
strongly against the party destroying them, and 
contended that, in a criminal case, if a man were 
indicted for the murder of another, and there were no 
evidence against him, but that which is called cir- 
cumstantial evidence, and if evidence were to be 
produced that the prisoner had destroyed the clothes 
which he wore upon the day upon which the man was 
murdered, a jury would be directed to presume, and 
would presume, that those clothes, so destroyed, had 
been" stained with the blood of the man that wa^ mur* 
dered, and that they had been destroyed only for thfe 
purpose of suppressing that evidence. 

But, said the Solicitor General, it is not merely 
upon that presumption that your lordships shpuld act. 
I submit that a man standing' in the situation in 
which Lord Melville stands, a public accountant, 
a trustee for the public, a man who had used part of 
the public money, (as^ he himself states,) not for the 

Purposes for which they had been placed in his 
ands, but for some other purposes, I say it war^ 
peculiarly his duty to preserve his accounts; and 
that the destruction of his accounts and vouchers h^ 
of Itself, a crime which would alone be si just sub* 
jcct of impeachment. 

My Lords, these are all the observations with 
which I have to trouble your lordships. I have 
already trespassed a great deal too much upon your 
lordships' time ; I am extremely sorry that 1 have done 
it 5 and if I had known how to have compressed it^ 
I should have endeavoured to shorten it. 

On the 13th of May (the eleventh day of the tria!) 
Mr. Humcr entered upon Lord Melville's defence* 
and spoke to the following effect ; 

It is now my duty, my Lords, as counsel for my 
Xjord Melville, to open his defence. In pr^eceding 



U6 , 

to the exercise of which duty, I am sure it will 
readily be believed, that I must bring into it all those 
sentiments and feelings which such a situation cannot 
fail to produce. 

My Lords, whatever encouragement I may hope 

to derive from the great indulgence 1 have been 

accustomed most undeservedly to experience from 

your lordships; whatever confidence I cannot but 

persuade myself I ought to derive from the strength 

.of the cause which is intrusted to me; whatever 

reliance I may most assuredly place in the wisdon^, 

justice, and impartiality of your lordships, of which 

every day's proceeding has exhibited so dignified and 

^Striking an example ; — still, my lords, it is impossible 

that I should not feel all the anxiety and responsibility 

.which belongs to a situation, the duties of which I am 

utterly unable to perform. 

My Lords, it is impossible for me»not to recollect 
ibr whom I have the honour to appear. What havfe 
been the exalted stations which that noble person 
lately filled; what is his present situation; and what 
must be the feelir\gs and anxiety of himself, and allr to 
whom he is dear at the present moment : — Looking 
ta the final issue of this cause, which is to determine 

.what will be the close of a life devoted to the public 
serviqe ; and (which is infinitely more valuable to him 

•than life itself,) what is to be the final result which is 
toviodiQatc the honour arid character, of the noble 

-defendant, ffom the foul reproach under which he has 
so long, and I hope your lordships will finally think, 

.so undeservedly, .laboured. - ; * 

My Lords, the defendant has to encQunter ^iSi- 
culties of no common magnitude ; the chatjg^s 

%against him have long lain upon the public n>incli 
^nd they h^^ been, with cruel industiy, circulated 
and enforce^-' I hope, my lords, I shall not be un- 
derstood in the least to allude in this to any tbing 
th«t has been done by his tiondurable accusers. 

He is called upon to answer, not for any malver- 
sations in those great departments of the state, to 
which .^11 th'e energies of his mind, in times of the 

^greatest' peril, from forqign arid domestic enemies. 
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were applied, but for all tfie minute details of an 
office, which, by the ancient usage ana coiif se of iti 
have been always committed to a s;ubordinate i and 
upon subjects to which neither his natural habits, nor 
his other occupations could permit hijn to attend; 
and this, my lords, after the lapse of a lon^ period of 
time, — after the death of one of those subordinafes, 
and when the other, in whojn he had pjaced entire 
confidence, »s brought forward by his accusers, ^s ^ 
witness against him. . '^ 

My- Lords> before the iK)blc defendant had ever been 
heard in his defence, he was condenuied, and sul>; 
jected to the most severe and afflicting punishment 
which an honourable mind can sustain. He has nov? 
the misfortune to have for his accusers, the kjfiigKtSj. 
citizens, and burgesses in parliament assembled, in thQ 
name of therriselves, and of all the Commons of the 
united kingdom, — a great and mighty assembly^ anq 
to whom\ every possible respect and. veneration i^ 
diie — arnnTed ,with all the extensive powers and pri- 
vileges justly belonging to that great assemblvj 
^ upheld and infofced as they could not tail to be^ in the 
h^n^s of the representatives to whom this great trust 
was committed. 

My Lords, against these representatives he has tp 
contend' with all the professional and parliamentary 
knowledgef.and experience •, all that the most splendid, 
talents and eloquence, united with the most inde- 
f a tigabje industry and zeal, and a long acquaintance 
with the subject,, could produce. -^ 

The accusatory matter is of great . .extent and 
variety; it is spread over several" articles j the evi-* 
dence, wrJttei) and parol, has occupied your lordships 
for many days; and the mattier of accusation has bperx 
pressed against him, not only in the able and eloquent 
speeches which opened ana closed. the evidence, but 
likewise in all the interloyitory observations, which, 
according' to the privilege of the managers allowed ift 
a proceeding of this nature, has never failed to accom- 
pany every §tagc^of the proceeding. 

\My Lords, to all this, it is utterly iraposjiblCi 
within any limits I could hope to have allowed me» 
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to attempt to offer any defence or answer ; added to 
which, I have been alarmed with an observation which 
preceded the eloquent address which your lordships 
neard when last assembled; and which. I am per- 
suaded, was not meant to convey all that it might 
possibly, perhaps by a misrepresentation of it, be 
supposed to represent. My lords, I mean the ob- 
servation that the honourable managers, and, speaking 
of them, I presume in their representative characters, 
that the Commons of the united kingdom were now 
upon their trial. 

My Lords, J feel particularly anxious, that in 
' the outset of this business that point should be 
Well understood, I am sure it was not the intent 
of the honourable manager, to have it understood 
by that expression, in the least to trench upon the free 
and unfettered right of judgment upon the charge, 
without any reference to the quarter from whence the 
accusation comes. I am sure, my Lords, it could not 
have been, it could not be understood to mean, that 
the honour and character of the House of Commons is 
in any respect implicated in the result. 

My Lords, under the circumstances in which this, 
business stood, when it was originally presented to 
the pubUc, before the matter had been fully explain- 
ed, when it was quite clear that abuses to a con- 
siderable extent had been committed by somebody j 
and when it remained uncertain, from the unfortunate 
circumstances which at that time prevented full know- 
ledge and inquiry into the subject, whether those- 
abuse; were the authorized acts of the noble defend- 
ant, and had been done with his privity and know- 
ledge, an,d for his use, benefit, and profit, undoubt- 
edly, my Lords, it did become the Commons of the 
united kingdom to put this in a train of inquiry. 
; My Lords, inquiry never was objected to ; on the 
Coritrary, it has throughout, in eveiy stage of the 
business, been courted and sought for. It was fic 
that the public, whose mind had begun to be exas- 
perated upon this subject, ^should feel the satisfactioa 
of having this matter thoroughly and completely in- 
testigated, in order that it might be fully ascertained 



149 

whether those abuses were the authorized acts of the 
defendant, or the unauthorized acts, without his know- 
ledge, of a subordinate to whom the business- was, ac- 
cording to theestablishad usage of the office, entrusted* 
My Lords, had the present course of inquiry oriri* 
nally occurred to that honourable assembly, I am quite 
sure that what did take place would not have been . 
jmfTered to take place pending that inquiry, because I 
am quite sure, that in this country, the proud and 
distinguishing feature of whose character and constitu- 
tion is the pure and impartial administration of justice, 
it never could have been found, that that great assem- 
bly collectively, or any one individual in it, should 
have wished, pending the inquiry, to violate the first 
principles of natural justice, which forbid any one to 
pe condemned or punished until he had been fully 
beard. Unfortunately, my Lords, a different course 
of proceeding originally proposed, induced those 
steps to be taken by whicn criminatory resoIu« 
tions against the noble defendant were carried 
up to the foot of the throne, by which he was 
separated from bis Majesty^s councils, and held out 
as liable only to a civil prosecution. Your lordships 
all know, that a criminal proceeding was afterwards 
substituted in the place of a civil one. Now, my 
JLords^ I only say, that in the state in which this 
business now coipes forward, I am sure, if it were 
orderly and proper, T might appeal to alt the accusers, 
that if in the result of this trial, it shall appear, what 
could not and did not appear in the prior stage of the 
business ; if it shall ultimately appear, after due in« 
quiry— after every possible opportunity given to sift 
this matter to the bottom — after every obstacle has 
been removed which prevented the prmcipal witness 
against the defendant from being publicly examined*^ 
after months have been allowed to examine all written 
documents^^after acts of parliament have been made 
to render competent the witness I allude to, and to 
open his mouth, and in the face of the public to say 
whether these acts were his acts, or the authorized 
acts of the defendant; I say, if after all this, it shall 
vUimately appear, to ike le^Ings and satisfacdou of 
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what they were once believed to be, the authorized 
acts of the'defendant, 1 am persuaded it cannot be the 
wish of any individual that the noble defendant should 
riot have ihe benefit of that testimony ; and that, if in 
the* result it be shewn, that the impeachment in its 
inain character and feature, in the principal ground 
and foundation upon which it stood, \hs been cut 
4own and negatived to the full conviction and satis- 
faction of every ohe, I am persuaded the Commons of 
Great Britain will not find that they are in any respect 
implicated, or their honour or character in the smallest 
degree affected by the result proving favourable to the 
^erendantl 

My Lords, I am persuaded that I have st^ill less to 
apprehend from what I ought perhaps to apologize to 
your lordships for adverting to, 1 mean that most 
extraordinary cause of unauthorized proceedings out 
df parliament, that outrage against the feelings of 
humanity dnd justice, pending a criminal inquiry, 
which took place ; not by anonymous libels ; not in 
private; not in indirect terms, to weigh down this 
Gcfendant, about to be brought upon his trial ; but^^ 
tny Lords, in assemblies convoked by written requi- 
jltions*, couched in a singular manner, in exactly 



* Mr. Plumcr nttt alluded to the requisitiors addressed to the sh^nffs 
of different -cjumies, to convoke meetings to take into consideration 
(he matters contaioed in the Tenth Report of the Cotnmi^noners of 
Kav^l Inquiry; and which requisitions treated the Tenth Report at 
containing* conclusive evidence of Lord MeWi lie's guilt. These 
xtieetitjgs took place, before Lord Melville had even been heard in the 
House of Commons, and before Mr, Trotter had thought proper to 
answer.*— Most of the requisitions and proceedings thereon may be 
fe^n) bjf referring to the Morning Chronicle of the following dates 1 805 
V-^.Xpx»l 19th, 20th, 2ist, 24th, 25th, and 26ih; May !st,3d, 4th, 6th, 
*^th, r3th, 14th, r5th, i8th, loth, 21st, z2d, and joih. And to the 
fallowing country papers ; Norfolk Chronicle, May 1 8 th,<— Norwich 
lltercnry* May 4ih,-r- Bedfordshire Chronicle, May izd, — Hamp^ihiTe 
Cfarpftick* May 1 8th, —Salisbury and Winchester Journal, June 
24th,— Rentish Chronicle, May 3131, — Reading Mercury, May 2oih, 
•ii-CouTity<Ihrohicle, May 7th. 

*' A 3ipeci«ien of the stylerof these requisitions may be seen in the 
appeal^. 

It wa«.reported during the trial of Lord Melville, that those peers 
m]io had signed the rcquisuions could not be allowed to sii in judg. 
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similar. Iwguage, and addressed in every part of 
t^e -kingdom to call forth associated libeller's j to utter 
the most false, scandalous, and malicious libels agamst. 
a defendant about to be brought upon his trial, behind 
his back^ in assemblies where it was impossible he. 
could be heard ; and not only, my lords, uttered, re- 
peated, published, but, my lords, to the shame of all' 
decency, carried up to the foot of the throne, and re- 
gistered among the records of his accusers. 

My Lords, I am persuaded the just impression of 
these proceedings upon honourable minds, such as I^ 
have now the honour to address, will be to render 
them more cautious in watching the accusation, in^ 
comparing it with the proof, and in being, quite cer- 
tain that every impression which may imperceptibly,^ 
by the long acquaintance with this subject in public, 
have crept into the purest mind, will be entirely wipe^a'^ 
dway and obliterated, and as far as is possible the 
mipd brought free and pure to the consideration op 
this important subject. 

My Lordsa the course of enquiry which I propose 
t'p pursue I will now state to your lordships. Called* 
upon to answer ten articles of impeachment, it would. 
' certainly be compcteht to the noble defendant if he. 
had been so disposed, to have addressed a distinct and 
separate answer to each individual article, and to be 
separately heard upon each. A different course has^ 
been pursued on the part of the prosecutions and it 
is not the intention of the defendant to depart from it. 
t shall also follow the example that has been set nie, 
particularly the honourable and learned, manager, 
whose able address your lordships last heard, by not 
attempting to travel through the immense mass of^. 
written and parol evidence, and the various crimina- 

ment upon the trial ; upon the principle which prevents persons sitting 
at jurymen, who have previously given an opinion opoh the merica of 
t^c^ ease* But it. docs not appear, that the objectioii whkh may b<: 
made to a juryman will operate in the case of a peer of parliament ; . 
lor thirteen of the peers* who signed requisitions of thk nature, did 
vote upon Lord Melville's trial, viz. the Dake9 of Norfolk and 
Somerset; the Marquis of Winchester; Earls DerKy, Stfolk, 
Cpwp^r, CainarjroQ, %ii^ Daxnkyi und Carlisle^ Lwll Qr«rtkx» 
Punda^, aad St^ Jol^iu . ,/ . .s. 
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tory topics tliat have at any time been alluded to 
throughout those proceeding$, but in rather following 
him in the topics which he has selected for accusation, 
which he has with great candour stated to your lord- 
ships, were the points meant to be pressed against the 
defendant, and which he has distinctly stated, was 
done for the purpose of calling your attention to it, 
thinking as he very humanely and honourably said, 
that It was fair and just to the defendant to draw- 
under his notice and attention those topics he was ex- 
pected to addre8»s in his defence ; and I therefore hope 
that neither on the part of the managers, nor, I am 
sure, on the part of any one of your lordships, will any 
inferences be drawn to the disadvantage of the defen-f 
dantjif I should omit to notice other points of less im- 
portance or those that have not been thus pointedly 
selected upon the summing up of the case, and thus 
pointedly pressed and relied upon. 

The general subject presented to your lordships by 
the ten article^ before you, divide theinsclves into two 
general heads. Two of the articles, the first and thg 
tenik relate solely and entirely to matters that precede^ 
the statute of the a5th of the king, and must there? 
fore b^ considered with the reference to the then state 
of the law and the oiBcc in question. The oihtr eight 
articles relate altogether to matters arising posterior 
%o that act of parliament, and therefore involve all the 
questions that can result from the consideration not 
only of the law as |t stood antecedent to that period, 
but also pif all the new obligations which that act of 
parliament had created. |n the first and t^ntk ar^ 
tides, the sole charge is, the corrupt appropriation, to 
his own use or to cof rupt purpose^, or to other thaa 
, thie naval services, of tne public money, rmprested to 
him as treasurer of tj>e pavy -, the continuing that, pos? 
terior to the passing of the act of parliament j and iq ' 
the first article, the declaration made in the House of 
pbmmonj? iippn the suWect of \u 

|n the eiglit articles thai follow, the criminatory ma^T 
ter is first in the sfcond article desqribed as a breach 
pf the act of parliament^ considered abstractedly with- 
f>uc f eferen^e to the use thaf was made of th^ money 
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withdrawn from the bank, and deposited at a private 
bank. The mere act of withdrawmg it from the one 
place to the other, independent of all reference to the 
corrupt or improper use of it, being in that article 
stated as an offence, as a violation of the act of par- 
liament, as a breach of duty, and a high crime and 
misdemeanor. 

My Lords, in all the other seven articles, the with* 
drawing and the use of the money constitute the 
char]g;e, but the corrupt use Is united with the charge 
of withdrawing it from the bank for private profit and 
emolument. Your lordships will observe, that in the 
articles it is left a little vague and loose without stat- 
ing for whose private use and emolument. In addition 
to that there is contained in the other articles a charge, 
not indeed a distinct one, but which I now under- 
stand is meant to be relied on as constituting a dis- 
tinct offence. 7 be charge of having destroyed, 
vouchers, which is stated to be iq a public accountant 
itself a crime, besides affording the inferences of cri- 
minality and guilt, which have been drawn from it in 
aid of the charge of corruption. My lords, these, I 
believe constitute the general outline of all the ani^ 
cles which are now before, your lordships. 

Now, my Lords, upon the subject of corruption, 
imputed to the noble defendant, I beg your lordship$ 
in the outset to understand me explicitly on his part 
to declare, that he entreats of your lordships the most 
vigilant, the most scrupulous, and the most ei^act en-* 
quirv into the whole of his conduct ; whatever irregu- 
^rities^ whatever imprudence, whatever negligence, 
whatever blame may be discovered in other re$pect» 
upon this subject of corruption, my lords he entreats 
that he may experience no favour or indulgence what- * 
ever, {f it shall be discovered that in any instance 
the mind of the noble defendant has been corrupt, that 
Ke has violated or lost sight of his duty in pursuit of 
money, he entreats that he m^y receive from your 
Iprdshjps fhat sentence apd condemnation which being 
pronounced (o him will b^ worse than death itself. 
]iuc my LfOrd:?, before you pronounce him guilty 
^Ofl such ^ fl^^rge^ ^oijt lordship* ( atft ^ur? will 
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ciiily.'ireiglu tnd consider what was the situation of 
the npbLe defendant at ihe time these acts are charged 
upof) him, what were his other occupations, his natural 
character, the general habits of his life in money mat- 
ters, an;d how easily much which would appear unac- 
countable and negligent in the case of a private un- 
occupied individual, may fairly be referrable to the 
situation- ot the noble defendant, and to the general 
haljit? of his life, as proved on the part of the defen^ 
oant by every witness, that has been produced and 
^.mitted by the honourable manager, who opened 
t^i& charge, aiid who frankly and fairly stated to your 
Iprdship.s, that the sordid imputation of avarice i)evj?r 
for a moment in the mind of any man alighted upon 
the head of the defendant. My Lords, I hope there- 
fore it will be remembered that your lordships are 
considering the conduct of a man, who, if he has 
departed rrora that line in any of those procecdipgs, 
which are the subject of enquiry, he has done it for 
the first time in his life ; that he has abandoned his 
Datura! character, and forsaken all that was the darling 
object of his life, the estimation of his country, Ipis, 
fame, his reputation, and his honour, for the sake of 
what was never the object, never the passion, never 
thi^ pursuit of his noble mind. Unfortunately for him, 
and all his private concerns, this is matter of perfect 
notoriety, and his present situation and- fortune ex- 
hibit evident proofs of it; and at which period is he 
Siipposed to have done this? Was it at a time when, 
the mind might naturally have retired, if it was so dis- 
posedi, to subjects of this nature? No, my lords, you. 
are asked to believe that one, bred with the feelings 
and education of a gentleman, placed in situations,, 
the most calculated to elevate the mind, embarked in, 
public concerns of the most extensive ,and perilous 
nature., filling the most exalted and honourable de- 
partments, at a period the most eventful of our- 
history, having all the affairs of Europe upon his, 
hands, should have stooped to these degrading and, 
unworthy objects of pursuit. My lord^, if at such a] 
period, and .under such circumstances, or^e, never in 
^11 hh life accustomed to figures or accounts, should, 
be found inattentive to and negligent of them j and he 
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should have altogether committed- them Jto others^ and^ 
£ept his eye steadily 6xed upon the great public con- 
cerns entrusted to bis care j surely every noble candid 
mind will see is fairly referrable to the situation ia 
Which he was placed. In considering those subjects^ 
of a more ancient date, your lordships will not expec^ 
me to be enabled after a lapse of twenty-four years, 
when the principal witness is dead, to cover each dis- 
tinct itern in a banker's book, and to explain hoj»r it 
happened, that at one particular time his account was> 
overdrawn at his bankers^or that in the mixture of ac- 
counts between his paymaster and himself the b^i^k 
notes were mixed. 

' ' My Lords, with respect to the first charge, of having 
received ten thousand pounds, it is quite enough for 
me to state that it arises at a period when there ex-? 
isted no law whatever restrictive upon the place oif 
deposit :' that there existed no law whatever, cither, 
common law or statute law; upon the subject, cv^n oC 
the use of money under the circumstances stated ; and 
that whatever obUgation resulted uppn a subject of 
this nature, resulted from the implied compact whicl^ 
\vas contained in the warrant, by which fin annuity 
or a salary had been given to him. 

Now, my Lords, I beg, that upon this subject ) 
inay not be misunderstood : I hope yourloi;4sliip. wilj 
ftot, ^'ilen I am about to discharge my duty in ex- 
amining into the correctness of ^those ^llegptious an^ 
tlie assertions which have been made as to the statq 
bf the common law of the land, antecedent to thq 
passing of the act; and as to the operation of tJie a^t; 
thereatfer, not therefore think that I am flying frooj 
the charge of corruption and taking shelter under ^ 
legal argument. My lords, I am distinctly avowing 
on the part of the defendant, that he was under an 
honourable obligation, an obligation of compact, 
equally powerful upon an honouratble miud to ol?'? 
serve. 

The learned counsel then entered into a Very a^ble 
argument, to show that it was no crime, independently 
6{ the warrant, to. make use of the publiq money^ 
But, my lords, said he, the declaration in quesyop 
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that IS made a criminal matter in the first article, re- 
spects a balance of 10,000/., which was a balance of 
an ex-trcasurer*s account, arising prior to that act of 
parliament. It appears my lords in evidence, now,, 
that it was the balance which at that period of time 
was not wanted for the public service. Nay, piy 
lords, it further appears, that that 10,000/. balance, 
never was one farthing of it called for or wanted down 
to the time, when the whole of it was paid in : not 
only therefore was it no money that was wanted, but 
it was no money that could have been made use of 
by the public, because it is in proof before your lord- 
ships, by the officer of the exchequer^ who was ex- 
amined on this pojnt, that respecting that, the public 
accountant was to hold that money together with 
whatever other balance he had as an ex-treasurqr,. 
fiable to be called upon from tinpie to time . to pay 
demands of assigned bills of wages and of various 
other contingent demands ; the period when they 
should be made, being altogether contingent, a^nd he. 
being bound to the full extent of it, to keep this ba- 
lance in his haiid, for the purpose of satisfying them ; 
that by th^ constant usage of the office, that balance 
was never paid over into the hands of the public, until 
the accounts were passed. The ex-treasurer was in 
respect of that 10,000/. under no obligation kgal, 
moral, Conventual, or otherwise, as to the place of 
^leposit. He might have put it in any drawer in his- 
house; he might have left it wjth any friend i ho 
0iight have deposited it in any private bank 5 he might 
have left it wherever he thought fit, \yith even no con- 
ventual obligation upon it, further than that which 
urose from his warrant, impliedly prohibiting hjm, by 
the nature of his agreement wUh government froix^ 
deriving any possible profit from it, 

The learned counsel denied that this declaratioi^ 
could be considered a crime, and complained of the 
misrepresentations which had been ma4e on the sub- 
ject of this sum of 10,000/. Many persons even yet 
supposed that the money had been lost to the pubHc:^ 
and hjid never been accounted for by my Lord MeK 
yille I but \t iva^ to be recollected that this was (iQt (t^ 
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case. This 10,000/. had been p^Idby Lord Melville, 
and actually applied to navy services. The public 
had been no losers. It formed part of a larger sum 
imprested to the defendant as treasurer of the navy ; 
and he had, between the time of its issue and its ac- 
tual application to navy services, applied it to some 
other use of a public nature, which had not been dis- 
closed. But it was applied to navy services as soon as 
it was wanted for that purpose. To refuse to disclose 
those intermediate purposes could bfe no crime. When 
a man is accused of an offence before a magistrate j it is 
no crime for bim to refuse to answer. He has a good 
right to tell what he pleases, and be silent as to the 
rest. Lord Melville had adopted that course when he 
was accused by the House of Commons. 

Mr. Plumer contended, that no application to pur- 
poses of a criminal nature, or to the defendant's emolu- 
ment was proved; but 'on the contrary, was expressly 
negatived by the admission proved by Mr. Whitbread; 
and therefore there was no evidence to support the^firj/ 
or tenth articles. 

He then remarked upon the statement of the soli- 
citor general^ that the tenth article was exhibited out 
of fairness and candour to the defendant,* to "apprize 
him particularly of the evidence which could be given 
against him. He thanked the honourable and learned 
manager for this indulgence 5 but expressed' his $tir* 
prise that this reason alledged" by the honourable and 
learned manager should diffef so completely ftom that 
alledged by the committee of managers, who in their 
report to the House of Commons on the siTbjectof the 
facts they, had discovered in Mr. Douglas's papers, 
stated their apprehensions that those facts could not be 
given in evidence under the other articles j and there- 
fore submitted a new one to the hous^. And it so 
happened, tbat instead of calling the defendant's atten-. 
tioiito the sums which were to be proved, it stated no 
particulars at all j for it stated, that he did, on divers 
days^ 8cc. between the 19th August, 178a, and the 5th 
January, 1784, and between the iptn August, 178a, 
and th<j 1st January, 1786, take divers sums, &c. and 
yet without stating on what days or w hat sums this 
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\vas to be calWd a proceeding of candoltr to enable the 
defendant the better to answer the particular charges 
to be made against him. 

That Lord Kielville was not at the penod charged 
in this article, at all likely to be receiving accommoda-. 
tion from the public money, Mr, PlUmer concluded 
was evident, inasmuch as the note from Messrs. Drum- 
mond*s hoiise^ that the Account was overdrawn to 
the amount of 2,9 ly. 13.^. lo^f. was iji June, 1785 ; 
and it appeared that no siims were paid to his credit 
till the Octbber and December follovving, when bills 
to the amourif of 5,600/. were remittea from Scot- 
land froni his private resources. Now, I desire to 
ask your lordships, said Mr. Plunier, whether yoii 
will believe the noble defendant was in the habit of 
relieving himself and his banker's account. by pay- 
n^ents from the public money, when it. appears here 
that upon the first notice he receives of his banker^s 
account bemg overdrawn, what does he do ? Does He 
put his'hand into the piiblic purse, arid help himself 
out of all the balances? No» though it is in evidence' 
before your lordships that there were at that time ba- 
lance's uncalled for by the public to fh6' jamdunt. 01 
cGjOOof. That amount was unclainied by ttie piiolrQ 
for a considerable period. . In 1791, there was'2i,666/,[ 
of it left; so that from 17S5 to 1791, there had bpent 
^n the difference lying at the bank, riot vvaht^d forth^ 
public service, exclusive and independent of the 
10,000/, to which I have before spbkeri. Now, if 
the noble defe^ndant was relinquishirigdiity to interest; 
if he had brought his mind to give way for tlie sake of 
lucre an^ gain, and to pursue the one object! at. thej 
expence of the other," is it to be believed that he 
yvould not have dope ir for some lucrative purpose; 
would ' he have been picking up shiiruigs,.' would-' he 
have sold bis dear honour and fame for comparativeY)^ 
nothing; His high ranki his elevated station^ his esti- 
mation v^ith the world, the darling object of his life? 
would behave ^iven up all that to pick up little item? 
of^shilling^ in a banker^s account, by relieving it front 
the payment of small sums of interest, which* is the 
nature of the profit he has been supposed to make V If 
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that had been his object, why^ in God's name does h^ 
ay 56,000/. into the bank, when he goes out of office? 
le was under ho obligation to do it, it was matter oV 
perfect option to pay one farthing irtto the bank ; why 
did he not keep it. all in his own custody, dealing it 
out as occasion called for it, and in the interim 'making 
use of it. 

Can it then be doubted, my Lords, that the actual 
payment of the gross sum of 56,000/. into the b^nk 
negatives all idea of corruption and intention on the 
.part of the noble defendant to make use of the public 
money, or to aid his own private 9ash by tlie applica- 
tion of that which did not belong to him. 

And here I would only just observe, that Ihope your . 
lordships will all along advert to this, that thfe question 
is not precisely what the honourable and learned ma- 
nager, who concluded, might lead your lordships tb 
suppose — *' if, we prove," I think his expresslgn vyas, 
** that Lord Melville had made advantacre of the. 
.public money to the amount of phc shilling, we navp 
substantiated the gharge ?"— ;I hope your lordshlpi wfjl 
not think that that, properly speaking, is'tbe question'; . 
because if many shillings and rnany pounds of advan- 
tage were, without the knowledge of Lord Melvillo, 
.without his^ privity, without his attention, without hfs 
direction, without his authority and cons&ni:^ iin^4- 
vertently, or by' the iiianakement of others; at nny 
time appropriated to his. benent, yet it is fne scienter^ 
the knowing^ the corrupt intent which cjonstlfutes" tl(e 
guilt; and ic is that>and that only,. yvhicH muS't be liri- 
equivocaUyYastehed* upon him before your i6i^d'shi|is 
can pronounce him gVjilty.- . . ' 

My Lords, I would only just observe, <vitli'Vespeit 
to the charge of the continuance of a balance, iti' the 
defender s hands^ after the act of parliament^ /^ I db 
not know that it is necessary for me to adydrt to tfdt 
subject at all, because I did not observe that th'e ho- 
nourablc and learned managers, or even, 1 tMt\k| that 
the honourable manager who operiedthe business; ve'ftr, 
tured to rely at all upon that, as coristituring any criiije 
whatever. In pruth, it fs clear it does not, because yotk 
lordships have only* to* Io6k a:> the act 6f*pdrliam6ni 
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ftnd sfe that it relates altogether from one end of it t<» . 

the other to money that was issued posterior to the 
date of it ; nay even to money that is issued from the 
ist of July, 1785, and that it has not the smallest re- 
ference to any money that had been antecedently 
issued to the treasurer's account, as it stood before* 
All antecedent sums remained untouched, and both 
with respect to Lord Melville, and with respect to 
any one of his predecessors, was no obligation cast 
upon any one of them to bring their balances to the 
bank ; but their option of keeping it rested intirely 
upon the same footing as it did bemre ; and the same 

• undoubted right to keep it in any place of deposit that 
.appeared convenient to them. The circumstance, 
therefore, of the continuance after the act of parlia- 
ment can id no respect constitute any criminality in 
this charge. He then adverted to the second article, 
which contained the charge of a supposed breach of 
the act 25 Geo. III. in permitting Mr. Trotter tb 
vary the place of deposit, by drawing out the money 
fi>r purposes other than an immediate application to 
navy services. The word immediatey he said, was not 
to be found in the act, but had been slipped into the 
article, to try the opinion of their lordships upon the 
construction of the act in this respect. 

Your Lordships will observe, that in the terms of 
this article it is altogether confined to the bare trans- 
fer from one place to another place, not staring that it 
was done for any private purpose, but that it was a 
permission lo draw from the bank to Coutts's for other 
than immediate naval purposes, not saying that it was 
not a transfer for naval purposes, but that those naval 
purposes were not immediate. 

Now with great deference to your lordships, I deny 
that this is the meaning of the law upon this legal 
question, the construction of the act. 1 must entreat 
your lordships' indulgent attention to a subject of that 
dry nature, and I particularly wish it because my Lord 
Melville has been subjected to a great deal of popular 

* clamour, upon the idea that he, the author of the act 
. one day, breaks it the next. Now, n\y Lords, let us 

see thd act, and consider it ; and, unless I have most 
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cjjfegiously mistaken this act, in every word and in 
every part of it, (and 1 have taken some pains not to 
do so) I do humbly submit that there never was a 
clearer question agitated in a court of justice upon: 
the true construction of this law, than that what Lord 
Melville did, was not a breach either of the letter or 
of the spirit of the act ; wqs not in the least contraven- 
ing one singfe part of it, nay further, that if this law 
were what is contended for on the part of the prose- 
cution, what your lordships ate all desired to assert it 
to be upon your honour, upon the footing of which 
your lordships are to convict Lord Melville of a very 
high crime and misdemeanor, no time ought to be 
lost in repeating it, as one of the most mischievous 
destructive laws that ever passed against a meritorious 
class of men : that it would arrest the service of the 
navy, the whole' conducting of the office ; and that it, 
ought to be repealed in a day, at the peril of the ter- 
rible consequences that would follow if it were not* 
Nay, my lords, I will go further and say, that if their 
construction of the act be true, this act is violated 
every day and every hour; and that it was violated 
by every one of the defendant's successors ; nay, vio- 
lated after an unsuccessful attempt made on the part 
of the treasurer, who put that construction upon it, 
and which is attempted upon the part of the prosecu- 
tion ; but he has told us it was impossible to do it ; 
that the public service could not have gone on : I fay 
that if Lord Melville had been the author of this bill, 
and the construction were that which is contended for, 
if he had brought it in, knowing his duty, and the na- 
ture of the service, he milst have been a mostflagi- 
ticuis treasurer to have brought in an act which must 
have been so ruinous to the service. 

He then entered into a legal argument upon the 
act, to shew that it was not intended to take from the 
treasurer the power of drawing the money from the 
bank for navy services, and depositing it ip such place 
as he might think was calculated to promote the com 
venience oi office, uptil it were actually wanted to. b<5 
applied for »aval services^ iHe.eXpbined the cvila 
^hich isxisted at the time of the passing of \i^ a^ 
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and which the act wa$ framed to remedy, were of a* 
very different nature, and of far more importance, than 
Aat of keeping the money in the bank, out of the 
dontroul of the treasurer of the navy. The object of 
the act was to establish a new system of accounting. 
Before it passed, treasurers' accounts could not be au* 
ditedfoT twenty, thirty, fifty years. After they ceased 
t5 be treasurers they did not cease to perform the du- 
ties of office, but continued to receive and disburse 
ifioncy for ten or mor^ years as ex-treasurers. Some- 
times there were eight or ten different accounts of 
different treasurers of the navy, carried on at one and' 
the same time, in the same office, and by the same 
clerks, when the business of one treasurer was abun- 
dantly sufficient to employ them. This created a vast 
arrear of accounts. The object of the present act was 
t6 put an end to all this inconvenience. It was to 
make the treasurer when he goes out of office, transfer 
all his balance to his successor, instead of keeping the 
money in, his hands ; but the act never intended, dur- 
ing the time he was in office, to prevent, the treasurer 
from lodging a part of the money at a private bank- 
er's, or in the iron chest of the office, or in the hands 
of the sub-accountants, until the time it was actually 
wanted to be paid to the public creditor, provided 
it were fairly done for the supposed purpose of offi- 
cial convenience (as was the case with Lord Melville). 
It is" thought unnecessary to enter into the particu- 
lars of this argument, as the judges have by their opi- 
nion decided the question according to Mr. Plumer's 
construction of the act. 

• Mr. Plumer then entered upon< the consideration of 
the third article, which, in addition to what i^ 
contained in the second^ charged the privity atvi 
connivance of Lord Melville, at Mr. Trotter's use of 
the money for purposes of advantage. 
. Your llordships, saiid he, will have the goodness t^ 
observe first, negatively, what this charge is not. It- 
is not a charge against my Lord Melville for negli- 
^en<?ey*-it is not a charge that, by his omitting to 
keep a vigilant and a superintendant tyt oVer thd^' 
(^ottdectofhis payipasdfr,* the paymaster Ww^eoabkd 
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tb'bte'guilfy of the abuses which have bcieri prdv^io} 
but th"6 charge is*, that he, wilfully, knowingly, illc? 
gaily, and fraudulently connived at, permitted, arici 
^Tuthorized all that was done ^ dnd that is the ques? 
tion: In this article, arid jri all that follow it, yolui 
lordships will see, that the impeachment does nor, in 
any part of ir; proceed upon any thing that Lord MeP 
ville in the regular course of his duty, omitted to doj 
aiid that by reason of that omission, abuses crept infd 
the office under his general suptrtntendahce ;— but if 
rs a charge of a much greater and higher naturCj-^nol? 
what he bniitted to do, but what he did ; that he did? 
know it, and, for corrupt purposes, confederated ahrf 
participitated with Mr. Trotter. In truth, that it wafsr 
ff corrupt confederacy between Lord Melville' ancT 
Mr. Trotter, to enrich themselves by a breach ofofS^ 
cial duty. 

He then stated the s\i^^startcfe of the other tirticleV 
and continued as follov\?s: 

Now, my Lords, I ejjregiously deceive myself ify 
after a most attentive and accurate comparison of the. 
charge with the evidence, I should not be be ablefJ 
even with the feeble powers I possess, to give your 
lordships satisfaction, not only that the charge as' 
framed is not supported by the evidence; not only 
that thercf is liot any balance of testimony upon the' 
subject, but that the evidence adduced by the prose- 
cutbr has totally failed him; that the charges are 
directly, positively, clearly, and satisfactorily dis- 
proved in toto, by the very evidence adduced in 
support of them. 

My Lords, the subject of this charge introduces 
jriour lordships to the account of that person who wai^ 
the principal actor and witness in the whole business^ 
Mf . Trotter ; concerning whom your lordships have 
.heard an account who . he was,— ^how introducetf 
to my Lord Melville, — the situation' he occupied,-—^ 
aYid the part he took. Much observation has beehf 
ihade upori the conduct of Lord' Melville, and muclf 
iiifereiice drawn from his' having' committed the card 
of this busine^ too miich to Mr. Trotter. That b^ 
fdUcgittd to bixA a-ctmeiderable part of the 'duties p^ 
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this office without a due examination ;*that the per- 
mission he gave originally to draw, was enough 
naturally to awaken suspicion; nay, that the first 
permission to draw, was a corrupt act ; it was done 
for the very purpose of the use that was afterwards 
made of it. This permissiGn-,was the commencement, 
in the year 1786, of that systematic plan of corrupt 
confederacy which pervaded the fourteen following 
years prior to Lord Melville's quitting this office ia 
1800. The honourable and learned manager, who 
selected what the managers conceived to be the cvi*. 
dence which constituted the proof the charge, stated 
the advances to Lord Melville of the sum oi money 
laid out for his benefit, consisting principally of four 
distinct items, viz. the 13^500/. ot India stock, the 
loyalty loan, the sum of 2^000/. of India stock, the 
sum of 7,000/. 3 per cent, reduced, and some remit- 
tances to Scotland, to constitute the ground upon 
which this heavy charge is made against Lord 
Mehrille. 

. Now, my Lords, the account given of Mr. Trotter, 
IS this : That in the year 1786 (after the death of 
Mr. Douglas) he was introduced to Lord Melville, to 
^hom he had before recommended himself by the 
very useful regulations in this very office, which he had 
suggested. He had been a clerk in the navy pay 
office, and was very conversant with all the details of 
the business of' it. A gentleman stated to be of 
creditable and opulent connections ; . is proved before 
your lordships to be the son of an opulent banker ; 
the brother of an opulent banker'; who has another 
brother, engaged in Inrge mercantile concerns ; and 
^hat he was of a wealthy family. A gentleman, 
stated by the honourable manager to have been, with 
the exception of those transactions which were for the 
fi^-st time discovered in the year 1803, in all other 
parts of his life> (and the honourable manager has 
^crtainly had better means of knowing all his history, 
^d longer communication and acquaintance with him 

Serhaps than any boijy else j for in the course of his 
uty he has been led to make those inquiries, and has 
Ikad f«quent interviews with him.) I say the hoaoar*- 
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able manager has stated of him, that in all other partfe 
of his cond<ict, either his public or private life, he 
stood free from all imputation whatever. A .itian .of 
high estimation, of reputed probity anjd integrity' 1 
man conversant with figures, with the detail of all the 
business of the office ; a man, as your lordships have 
seen, from his demeanour and deportment before you^ 
not wanting in understanding ; a man of ready and 
comprehensive mind, and of accurate information 
upon all the business committed to him. 

The honourable manager introduced the account of 
Mr. Trotter, with stating him to be a gentleman of 
unspotted private character ; of very amiable manners, 
recommended by every thing at that time which could 
give confidence and credit to him in the state in 
which he srood : the additional circumstances of xfy- 
commendation, particularly to one in. Lord Melville's 
situation, were his accuracy and knowledge in that 
species of business which it was quite impossible for 
his lordship,, and to which his own natural habits 
certainly never led him to give any attention j but, in 
addition to that, recommended by the circumstance of 
his merit as an officer in. this department, and by the 
useful and important regulations which he had been 
the means of enabling the noble lord to reduce int6 
that wholesome and useful system and code of laws, 
which have been so fairly and candidly spoken of, by 
the honourable manager who opened this charge. 

It therefore cannot be said that it was unnatural, 
and at this time, that Lord Melville should transfer 
all his confidence to such a gentlemen. 

My Lords, the honourable manager has stated, that 
this gentleman, even after all that has passed, is a per- 
son to whom your lordships might give full confidencfe 
in every thing he said. 

The honourable manager stated that he had been 
employed, not only by Lord Melville, but by the 
treasurers who succeeded him, two persons of un- 
doubted honour and probity. 

The honourable manager was also pleased to st3Li% 
thet it was, very fortunate that what Mr* Trotter 
should say, would be confirmed by books s that in 
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jprery statement hl$ veracity was established ; that it 
Vas most fortunate for the prosecution, and for Mr- 
Trotter himsclU that he was able and living to give 
i« testimony. 

Tour lordships will all remember, that the testx- 
;rnony of Mr. Trotter, considered as the niain piUar 
of the prosecution, was deemed so important, as to b^ 
jthe subject of one act of parliament, and to give rise 
to another, for the purpose of removing every possible 
obstacle, in the way or having this important witness 
brought forward to siibstantiate th.e cnarge ; that he, 
the accomplice, was to be received into indemnity 
and favour, provided he wpuld give testimony against 
the principal, — ^against the person who was cpnccrned 
with him io this joint and mutjial guilt. 

Now, my Lords, what is the . situation in which 
Mr. Trotter is brought forward as a witness ? 1 en- 
treat your lordships to consider, whether t,bere e ycf 
WHS a witness brougnt bjsfore a court of j-ustice, who 
bad stronger motives to give testimony nostiie tp the 
defendant ? Whether there ever was a witness brought 
forward' under circumstances (if he could pe .capable 
of attending to them,) of stronger bias upqa ms mipdi, 
than Mr. Trotter, because there cannot be suppose^ 
to be any indnc^merJt to him to give falsi? ^testimony 
favourable to his fallen patron ; for by speaking the 
truth, and discovering the guilt of Lord Melville, if h^ 
be guilty, .what is the situation to which he recom- 
mends himself to ? 

' He recommexids himself to his own cphspi^nce ; he 
recommends himself to a powerful prosecutor; an^ 
bas the best Hopes, riot only of protection and in- 
demnity under that bill,, (which has macje it an express 
conditiph of his indemnity, that he should speak the 
truth "distinctiy, fairly, and explicitly ; and which, 
therefore, if hfe forbore to do, he would violate all 
title to the protection under that bill of indemnity) ; 
but, in addition to that, my lords^ he wpuld subject 
himself, and justly subject himself, to all that specie^ 
of civil prosecution, by which he and his family are to 
be invplved in ruin, and the produce of the labour c£ 
his whplc life taken from him. 
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I hope, myXords, I do not overstate it in saying, 
that a witness standing in this predicameat, has, 
undoubtedly, no inducement that can operate upon 
his mind, to give any testimony favourable to. the 
defendant; but certainly every motive that could 
induce him (if the truth would permit) to give testi- 
mony against Lord Melville upon this occasion. 

But, my Lords, in addition to this, consider not only 
has Mn Trotter every motive of private interest tp 
tiansfer the guilt to Lord Melville, but by taking it all 
upon himself, and by completely exonerating his 
lordsdip from it, what an accumulation of odium does 
he take upon himself, what perfidy, what abuse of 
.trust and confidence, what misery brought upon his 
patron and protector, does he thus authenticate by hi;i 
own evidence, and heap upon his own guilty head. 

My Lords, he would naturally say, I am not the 
man that I have been thought to be ; I did not act ip 
..this instance without the full explicit authority of the 
ju>ble defendant for aU that I did j I was not treacher- 
ously betraying him ; I was not secretly, and without 
his knowledge, acting upon this subject, but he has to 
answer for all that was done. He participated in it ; 
I, the subordinate, obeyed his orders in what I did ; 
and he is at least equally responsible with myself. 
Undoubtedly, my lords, that view of the subject 
would have taken off the reproach upon Mr. Trotter, 
for having acted in the manner that he did, without 
the knowledge, without the participation, without the 
connivance, without the encouragement, without the 
.authority of his principal. 

Now, my Lords, if after all that has^passsd it 
should turn out upon examination, that this person does 
speak out, and do away all the mystery, all the douht, all 
.the suspicions that once justly hung upon this trans- 
action ; if he now comes forwards, under all those cir- 
cumstances, before this great tribunal, and in the face 
.of the public, distinctly avows upon his oath, that the 
acts were all his own unauthorized acts, without the 
knowledge of the defendant, without any thing to leacl 
him to the knowledge of it, for his own exclusive gain 
;— for the entire unparticipated profit of him (Mr. 
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Trotter,) of which he never rendered any account, or 
communicated one single circumstance, to rouse the 
attention of the noble defendant to it — engaged as he 
.knew him to be in public concerns — and inattentive 
as he also knew him to be to matters of this descrip- 
tion. Can any honourable mind heshate to believe, 
that that is. a true statement of the case. 

Now, my Lords, I will examine every one of the 
circumstances in detail, and I hope to be able to 
satisfy your Lordships, that upon the evidence before 
you the instances selected for the purpose of proving 
corrupt confederacy in the defendant, and a participa- 
tion of guilt with Mr. Trotter, when they are cor- 
rectly examined, fairly afford an inference directly the 
reverse. My Lords, the history of these transactions 
commences with the year 1786. Your lordships wiM 
permit me now to possess you with what appears upon 
the evidence to' be the situation of Lord Melville at 
that time. In the 1784 he had been appointed presi- 
dent of the board of controul, in which office he con- 
tinued for a period of seventeen years, for the first 
nine of it performing the duties of it without salary. 
This was at the first establishment of that board, a 
period in which the afi^airs of the East India Com- 
pany had been recently under the ccmsideration of 
parliament, and were in a very dilapidated state, and 
called for all the vigour and energy that could be 
directed to the restoration of prosperity to our eastern 
empire. It is in proof before your lordships, that 
Lord Melville was a vigilant, and active, and labori- 
ous servant of the public in that department, bestow- 
ing his daily and unremitted assiduity and' care to the 
duties of that office under circumstances of considera- 
ble difficulty. 

In the year 1791 a very memorable period in the 
annals of Europe, and particularly of this country, 
(when certain principles threatened the destruction of 
the constitution ; and when a revolution in a neigh- 
bourintf country had created so much alarm in this,)' 
Lord Melville, by means of the vigour and energy of 
mind which he possessed, was appointed by his Ma- 
jesty secretary of state for the home department j a 
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department which particularly required vigilance day 
and night. All the concerns of the country were 
necessarily brought under his superintending manage- 
nient at that period. In the year I794> when new 
difficulties threatened ; when, besides all the alarm 
that prevailed at home, we were involved in externa! 
war by an inveterate enemy, Lord Melville was ap- 
pointed secretary of state for the war department, and 
continued in that situation till the year 1801. I may 
be permitted to say it, as the fact is kn6wn to mahy of 
your lordships, that the noble defendant was called upon 
to fill those situations much against his own inclina- 
tions. He was called upon by his Majesty to fill those 
high departments of the state in moments of the 
greatest peril at home and abroad, performing cer- 
tainly a plurality of duty ; but your lordships will 
observe, that during the very same period, when he 
is supposed to have been guilty of those corrupt trans- 
actions with Mr. Trotter, he unnecessarily and volun- 
tarily, while he was performing all the duties of these 
situations, forbore to receive the legitimate salary be- 
longing thereto to the amount of upwards of 34,000/. 
Now, my Lords, surely these are not vestiges of a 
corrupt money-getting man, who could, witnout the 
sacrifice of any duty, without the relinquishment of 
any trust, without any risk to his honour, to his 
character, or to the constant legitimate usage 6f the 
situations in which he was placed, had voluntarily 
given up to the public a sum so large as this. 

I hope your lordships, therefore, in the entering 
upon this subject will believe, that if there should in 
the progress of this business appear to be circumstances 
of suspicion, they are easily referable to that active, 
vigilant, and proper attention which he was paying to 
matters of more importance to the neglect of his pri- 
vate concerns. 

My Lords, in addition to this, ^consider it upon the 
head of gross improbability. Is it to be concievcd ? 
I had almost adopted the language of the honourable 
and learned manager, and asked if any one above the 
degree of an ideot could have embarked in this sup- 
posed concern under the circumstances now stated. 
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^Mj -Lords, only con^der for a moment in the first 
place what was the risk attending it. Mr. Trotter 
.was drawing large sums from month to month for the 
purpose of laying them out in all the various specula^ 
lions that he engaged in. Consider what was the 
situation of Lord Melville, to have known and to 
})ave authorized such an account ; what was the risk 
jhe underwent ? In the first place, was it not a sub- 
ject of infinite peril and danger ? What was the nature 
of it r Infinite peril i and the consequences of detec* 
/Lion must infallibly have been the downfall and ruia 
.of the noble defendant, who could never expect any 
XQtrcy to be shewn him ; for it wa« obvious, that if 
iever it should be discovered, undoubtedly the minor 
ofTender would be protected and made use of to give 
[evidence against the major, as it ought to be. if, 
therefore, he was engaged in these foul transactions 
all the risk was his. Now, my Lords, if Lord Mel- 
ville could, under the circumstances that I have stat- 
ed, have brought himself to engage in these transac* 
lions without any restraint of principle or regard to hi$ 
character, surely you would hav,e expected ther^ 
should be an adequate object. Do men throw away 
their character, or risk it for nothing ? My Lords, 
what is the result proved by Mr. Tfptter ? I tal^e if 
now in the outline of his evidence, b^ore we enter 
into the particulars. For fourteen years this system i$ 
carried on. Surely, my L<>rds, if it was a joint con- 
cern, he who risks most ought to have most j he 
whose principal risk was of high station, of high n^me 
and character, to engage as a dormant partner in ^ 
business of this nature would at least ej^pect to have 
a very considerable share of the profit. Now, my 
Lords, what is the account given by their own wit* 
ncss upon the subject ? That after fourteen years the 
profit was exclusively Mr. Trotter^s. So that we hav^e 
jny Lord Melville giving his name,' his countenance, 
his sanction, and hib authorhy to transactions of this 
description, attended with this'risk, and this departure 
from all principle, and give the whole uriparticipated 
profit to Mr. Trotter. Now, my LQr(^s> was ther^ 
^ ever such an extraordinary union of generosity ju>d 
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^avarice ; seeking for money to the dereliction of all 
principle, and engaging in a plan of stock jobbing tp 
5>btaln it, and at the same time transferring the whole 
iinparticipated prpfit to the subordinate. I believe 
this is a new transaction in the history of the world. 
JBe$ideS| my Lords, if he had devotied his mind to it; 
}( he had forsaken the public duty, and bound his 
cmind to money, consider what were the stations the 
jioble defendant filled, and what the command of 
jmoney he had under his cojntroul. When we hear 
that a hundred and twenty mi/Jians went through his 
.hands , when we know there was not a month that 
he had not abundant opportunities, without the know- 
ledgie of Mr. Trotter, to have accumulated wealth to 
any amount his avarice would have dictated ; and yet^ 
my Lords, it is admitted that the state of his fortune, 
and all he possesses in the world, give a negative to 
the suppo^tion. Indeed, the proof of the manner in 
which he recognized h»s debt to Mr. Trotter, at the 
ejid of the treasurcrship, when gathering together all 
he had in the world, and^ scraping up all he could by 
.the assistance of an alfecdonate son, borrowing as he 
did from his banker, upon the personal security of that 
son himself, to make good what he owed to Air. 
.Trotter, completely negatives the idea of any hidden 
treasure, or pf any sum he had ever amassed through- 
out the vv^bole of his long and laborious services. 

My Lords, 1 should hope that it would require, 
under the . circumstances 1 have stated, the, most de- 
cisive body of evidence to raise a belief of a charge of 
this nature. But, my lords, let us see what positive 
body of evidence there is upon the subject — the first 
circumstance that is introduced as proof of corruption 
in Lord Melville, is the permission to Mr. Trotter to 
withdraw the money from Mr. Coutts's house ; and, 
it is said, that this was a corrupt transaction ; that it 
was done for the purpose of making use of it to pri- 
vate emolupient i . that all the rest was cover, pretext, 
a veil, to remove it from one place to another upon 
fretemce of official convenience, but that the real object 
juadiQiotive W4s. priv^c^ emQlumcnt.; and (hi& is ;»e- 
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lected now as t ne first proof of the corruption of the 
noble defendant. 

My Lords, ail the hypothesis upon this subject 
does, in this instance, as it does in almost every other, 
consist of very ingenious arguments and reasonings, 
hut, unfortunately, directly in the teeth of the cvi'- 
dence that the prosecutors have adduced in support 
of it. For 1 have only to refer your lordships to the 
testimony of Mr. Trotter, which has directly nega- 
tived that charge in toto. He swears, in the most di- 
rect and positive terms, not only to the negative of the 
purpose of private interest or emolument, having ac- 
tuated either party in what took place ; but he has 
sworn, he bad not the object of emolument in view, 
even himself, at the time he made this proposal to my 
Lord Melville. It can hardly then, I think, be said, 
that Lord Melville could know an intention in the 
mind of Mr. Trotter; which intention Mr. Trotter 
has denied upon his oath, that he himself entertained 
at the time. And arc we in this instance, instead of 
confirming the testimony of the first witness for the 
prosecution, instead of doing as the honourable mana- 
ger said, you are to believe every word he said, to 
draw inferences directly in the teeth of his evidence. 
He then entered into a good deal of argument, to 
shew that the question was not, whether the lodging 
of mon^^y at Coutts's was a measure of sound policy, 
and a better plan than any other which eould be 
adopted ; but, simply, whether Lord Melville fairly 
believed that to be the object. And contended it was 
most natural, when a representation was made by a 
person so circumstanced as Mr. Trotter, that Lord 
Melville should suppose he was the better judge of 
what would promote the detail of the office, and 
should consent to the arrangement because he really 
thought the object was the good of the service. 

With respect to Lord Melville's admission before 
the commissioners of naval inquiry, that he supposed 
Mr. Trotter derived profit from the money at Coutts's, 
he contended it went no further than that his lordship 
admitted, be gave Mr. Trotter Icav^ to ledge the mor 
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iK^y drawn from the bank for public purposes, durin 
the time it was not required for those purposes ; and 
he did suppose it might be some advantage to Mr. 
Trotter so to lodge the money. The nature of this 
advantage is explained by the testimony of Mr. Whit- 
bread, to be that of an allowance of interest, after the 
manner of the Scotch bankers, upon the balaiKes 
Jodgedi This erroneous supposition, as to the nature 
of the emolument, shews Lord Melville's ignorance of 
what the real emolument was; and from the circum- 
Srtances of improbability before stated, it could not be 
'Supposed Lord Melville was aware that the money was* 
speculated with, and not safely kept atCoutts's, to be 
readv when called for. 

My Lords, continued Mr. Plumer, the transactions: 
next relied upon in proof of corruption arc the pur- 
chases of stock. 

I take first the purchase of India Stock in 1789 and 
1790. 

Now my Lords I beg to ask am I to take this to be 
a real transaction or a fictitious one, that is to say, 
was all this colour, pretext, sham, or does it repre^ 
sent the transaction as it really wa^?— If the mana- 
gers say it is sham their own witness is a perjured man, 
and yet cliey have said we are to believe every word 
he says, land they have opened this evidence in detail 
exactly as it has been proved, I think, therefore, it 
will not be said, but that I am to take this transaction 
to be a real one. And 1 ask your Lordships whether 
this transaction does not furnish the most decisive 
Bcgative to- the charge of corruption and privity 
which is made against the defendant. 

My Lordji; in the first place this transaction hap- 
pens in 1 789, three years after the supposed systematic 
plan of corruption had been going on between Lord* 
Melville and Mr. Trotter, during which the former 
bad been authorizing the latter to make an unlimited* 
use of the public money for their mutual benefit. Then 
how do we account for it, that, in a private conver- 
sation between this Mr. Trotter; and Lord Melville, 
alone, where there was no necessity to put on appear- 
ances,, no third ^person hearing what was passings these' 
two partners in iniquity, who were going on in cor- 
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ropt dealings with the public m6n'ey, aincf had been- 
going on so for three years together; that upon Mr. 
Trotter suggesting to Lord Melville the propriety o# 
his becoming a purchaser of India Stock, in conse- 
quence of the good opinioh which his Lordship had 
uniformly in public and i^n private announced, Lord 
Melville should make the observation he did. Mr. 
Trotter says, " I observed to his Lordship, that i^ 
•* he was impressed with so good an opinion of that 
** stock, that I thought in consideration of his own' 
•^ interest he ought to invest a sum of money in that 
^' stock/' 

Now my Lords, mark what is the first answer by 
this corrupt defendant, who has the command of the 
public money. Tliere .was 100,000/.- balance then 
lying, as is proved, at the Bank and under liis own 
controul and management, which he had only to open 
his mouth and intimate to Mr. Trotter to lay hold of, 
for he is supposed to be actuated by habit, by iri- 
cltnaaon, by three years practice, in the course of 
drawing upon that fund to administer to his own in* 
terest. What is the answer given? — An answer in 
private to that very person, the agent, the manager> 
of all this corruption. Did Lord Melville say^ go 
and take the money from the Bank, as you have done 
for three year^ together, and lay it out for me, there 
is the fund? — No my Lords! Mr. Trotter says, 
*' His l*ordship's observation seemed to throw it 
^^ aside, by saying that he had no money to invest in' 
•^ this stock." No money to invest in it! Why did 
not his agent exclaim, " My Lord, what is the matter 
** now, tor three years before you never had a doubt 
about it, here is the fund you have been always 
using, you have no money! why here is 100,000/.' 
you may have whenever you please, how can you 
have forgot yourself so much as to suppose there 
•* is not money enough." Yet some how or other, 
when it was suggested to him, the not defendant had' 
forgotten all he had been doing for three years, and 
that too with the very person who had' been con-* 
ducting all this business. Then says Mr. Trotter^ 
^^ Imencioned to his Lordship, that th^re MTeracoi^ 
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siderabte-talances lying in my hands Chat were not' 
called for, and in all probability would not be- 
called for from circumstances that I nted not per- 
haps relate at this time, but it was money lying 
unclaimed in my hands; which it would not be 
necessary to advance to the public until' they were 
claimed, and there was no prospect of that claim- 
taking place soon,'* I mentioned to him! What is- 
this new information to him! you merttiohed to him!' 
why he knew ic three years before ! why teH him of 
si fact that h6 had been acting upon for three years to* 
gerher? In the next pkce Mr. Trotter says, ^^ I ad* 
*' vised his Lordship to give me leave to lay out so' 
*^ much of thac moncv as would buy about 13^000/. 
** or 14,000/. East India Stock." You advised him* 
give yon leave! why you were one of the partners,' 
why did you not go on and do it, what leaVe wasf 
necessary? — It was under the general power and 
authority you had three years before. What did you 
want a leave for ? — '* i advised him to give me leave to 
** lay out so much of that money as would buy about 
" il,ooo/. or 14,000/. East India Stock." What is his 
Lordship's answer to that?— Did he say, '' Oh to be' 
^* sufe, go on as before, we have been jointly making 
'^ good use of public money> month after month, ba- 
" lance after balance, goon as you have done, buy me 
V this stock." But instead of this it ** seems his Lord- 
*'* ship refused in the most painted and decided rtian* 
** ner, insomuch that I waS afraid that I had incurred' 
** his Lordship's displeasiire by proposing it.*' 

Now niy Lords, how is this reconcilable to the 
theory stated? Why reject it — Why in this instance 
I'cject a proposition which he is all along supposed to^ 
have countenanced, adopted, and encouraged for 
tiirde years' together? — How does it hippen that m^ 
this Very instance ^the first proved to have been made* 
to' him) he refused it in the most pointed and decided:' 
matmet'; nay, thid paymaster, who was this joint ac* 
complice of ail his criminality, and who' had beeft^ 
aiuthorizcd by him from tinieto time, to do all that' 
he did upon this occasion, says, ^^ I was' afraid I had' 
^^ iupuri^ed bi» Lord&bip-'s displeasure by^ proipbsin^ 
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*^ it." Why his displeasure ? How is that to be re- - 
nonciled with a continuing approbation of the thing ? 
Why is that displeasure to be incurred by what he 
was always encouraging, ordering^ and commanding? 
How is it to be reconciled? But what is proposed? 
Why this Mr. Trotter knowing perfectly well, not a 
a stranger, who was not privy to all that proceeded 
for three years ; but this same agent proposes a sub- 
stitute> he, in private with Lord Melville, proposes, 
to borrow money from an individual to supply the 
Treasurer of the Navy, who had 100,000/. of his own 
at command, and according to his course of business 
had the full controul and power of that sum. Why 
should he be going to borrow money of a private in- 
dividual? and yet that Mr. Trotter did; be says, I 
gientioned that I had a relationy and so on, in short 
I made it an easy matter to him; then he applied to 
Mr. Lind, and did what is stated to your Lordships. 
My Lords, upon this subject, as opposed to this ac- 
count upon oath by their own witness, what is done 
by the honourable manager, who sums it up? nothing 
but to oppose very ingenious observations upon the 
improbability of the transaction, to shew it to be a 
transaction, that he says nobody above the degree of 
an ideot would have given into that upon the fece of 
it; it is one that could not possibly have gone down 
with any body; these are very ingenious observations, 
but unfortunately directly in the teeth of his own- 
witness. We have, the observation of a manager, 
who speaks it is true, with great authority, and he is 
opposing his averments against the positive testimony 
ot his own witness, who the other manager, in open- 
ing the case, told us was to be believed in every 
word he saysi what a great contradiction is there here 
between the two managers; for one who opens the 
case, tells you to believe every word of it, the others 
sijms up and makes observations to induce you not to 
believe one word of it; for if it be all sham, con* 
trivance, and pretence, then the whole account given, 
by Mr, Trotter is false, then we are not 'to believe a. 
word that he says. Now which of. the two managers 
am I to believej the one yrho tells me \ am. tp. behave 
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every word; or the one who tells me I am not to 
believe one word? Yet in this dilemma I am, 
with the accounts all before your Lordships, and this 
is selected as the first instance upon which you are to 
ground your judgment, against all probability, against 
all the surrounding circumstances, that I have stated 
3^u, are upon the positive evidence of their own 
witness, disproving in toto every syllable, and every 
suggestion in it. You are to lay it aside merely upoii 
suggestions theoretical and ingenious, arguments op- 
posed to their own testimony, upon oath, by their own 
witness* 

My Lords, I could have fished very much, that 
the honourable and learned manager would have 
stated what his hypothesis is, the account given by 
the witness: what do you believe of it? Do you be- 
lieve that money was lent to Lord Melville to the 
amount of 23,000/. to enable him to purchase the 
stock? Your witness has sworn it. Do you believe 
that after it was lent, interest upon it was paid to the 
amount of 11 50/. a year, from the first advance of 
the money, down to the termination of the settle- 
ment in the year 1800? Your own witness has sworn 
it. That the interest was regularly debited as upon a 
private loan, and that Lord Melville from year to 
year paid out of his own private pocket 1150/. in- 
terest, for the loan of this money. Do you believe 
that 3000/. of the capital of 23,000/. originally lent, 
was repaid by Lord Melville? Your witness has sworn 
it, according to the testimony given by Mr. Trotter, 
interest to the amount during the whole period of 
11,500/. was padd besides the 3000/. capital, which 
will make 14,500/. as the sum Lord Melville paid ou 
of his own pocket at least, upon the supposed reality 
of this transaction. 

Now I beg leave to ask, whether if Lord Melville 
was the corrupt man stated, borrowing his own 
money, that money which he had the command of, 
any man above the degree of an ideot would have 
paid 14,500/. out of his own pocket, upon a contrary 
supposition? Nay, my Lords, it does not stop there, 
for at a subsequent period, he actually repaid 20,000/. 

N 
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of the cfipitfll, besides tke 14,500/. as he supposed, t0 
the ^rsoh that had origipally lent it him, (for \t is 
positively sworn by Mr. Trotter, thftt be never dis- 
closed to liitn, that Mr. Lind was not the lender of 
the money till after the publication of the tenth 
report), that is to say, 34,500/.; bad Lord Melville 
paid upon the belief of the reality of this transaction, 
if^hich your Lordships are now desired to believe was 
lill a fiction, all a sham, directly contrary to their owq 
evidence upon the subject* 

9ut my Lords, upon what theory, upon what prin- 
ciple, is it that your Lordships are to do away all this 
testimony, and that in a criminal case? Your Lord- 
ships are to do it upon the ground of improbability, 
that money could be raised in the way proposed, viz, 
upon the security of the stock; and tLe learne4 
manager stated, that nobody above the degree of an 
ideot could be imposed upon by such an account of 
the transaction ; nay, that a common money lender 
would be laughed at and scouted for sych a propo^l, 
and here is a noble person, conversant with business 
all his life, is imposed upon to believe such a trans- 
action as this« 
. My Lords, he has given the best proof, that^ be. 
Relieved it to be true, by paying the money; you may! 
theorize and speculate as you please, upon what he 
did and what he did not believe; but that is a moro 
solid proof of belief, than any thing that your in- 
genious arguments can raise against the reality of the 
transaction. But what becomes of all this theory, 
that nobody but a driveller would do it ? Is Mark 
Spjcpt quite such a driveller? Is he upon money mat^ 
tqrs Quite such an ignoi^amus ? I think your Lordshipa 
have, nad a specimen, that he'looked pretty carefully 
when he advanced his money. You heard th/e account 
h^ gave of that; now this improbable transaction hap- 
pened accidentally^ tjo be a transaction of a siqnilaF 
nature to that Mark Sprot engaged in; for he ^n( 
tton^ey upon stock alone, without any bond upon it^ 
or security of any kind whatever. He at a subsequent 
time actually lent money in that mode, which we arc. 
told nobody abov^ the degree of an ideot would liavc. 
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done, to the amount of 50,000/. Now what becomes of 
Speculation, theory, and ingenious reasoning against 
fact? Here is accidentally a gentjeman conversant irl 
money transactions, who has done the very thing that 
you suppose no man living above the degree of an 
ideot would have done. 

My Lords, no personal securities accompanied any* 
of these loans with respect to this transaction df the^ 
India Stock ; does it afford any proof in the wojrld, 
but the proof how extremely careless upon money 
matters Lord Melville was? This transaction is pur- 
sued to its final history, travelling through the ac- 
count of the stock, whose- name it stood in^ and a 
question was put, how was Lord Melville to hav6 
been able to have realized any claim he was fo make 
.upon the stock, supposing it ultimately should turn 
out to be a beneficial concern., inasmuch as it did not 
stand in his name. 

Now what is the fair inference from that reasoning 
and theory ? Why the proof in what a negligent and 
careless manner Lord Melville conducted his money 
concerns, and surrendered them to the care and ma« 
nagement of Mr. Trotter. My Lords, undoubtedly, 
if Lord Melville had turned his mind to this subject, 
if he had been employing the public money upon this 
occasion for the purchase of stock, to be sure he 
-would have taken care not to pay interest upon it; 
to be sure he would have taken care to see that the 
stock stood in his name, in order that he might have 
some valid and solid security for it; to ht sure if it 
stood in some other name, he would have taken care 
to have from that other person^ a declaration of trust 
that it belonged to him, and not to that other person.. 
Lord Melville never enquired any more about it, 
*5 1 never told him,*' says Mr. Trotter, •* whose 
** name it was in, it was in Mr. Lind's name for a 
considerable time.'* I would ask the honourable mana- 
gers what is your hypothesis? Do you believe Lord 
Melville at this time sacrificed his duty to buy this 
gtock, and then became so indifferent about k, that 
he never enquired in whose name it was, and nievef 
looked after it at all ? Is that the natural consequencer 

N 2 
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of your hypothesis, or is it not rcconcikble witfc 
mine, wlio say he was a person totally withdrawn from 
ail attention to money concerns, and in this instance 
has shewn it, by not having realized to himself any 

{>owcr of following that stock and making it his own. 
f it had happened that Mr. Trotter had died, and 
his books were not forth-coming to prove the nature 
of the transaction, undoubtedly Lord Melville's name 
never appeared with respect to the stock,* and his re- 
presentatives could have no legal right by which they 
could have realized his right to his stock, and by 
which they could have shewn it to be his own. 

My Lords, therefore, this which is put in the front 
as the largest, the most important ground of cor- 
ruption, as that upon which your Lordships are to 
build your judgments, and to pronounce the noble 
defendant a wicked and corrupt man, stands now 
contradicted by the testimony of their own witness 
upon oath, in all its parts; stands contradicted by the 
res gesta, by the plainest and clearest proof. Surely 
then there must be an end of all suspicion of the noble 
defendant, when such arc brought forward as the ves- 
tiges of that suspicion, when we see upon honourable 
minds that they are so blinded as to put this first as a 
proof of guilt, which, when fairly and correctly ex- 
amined in all its parts, leads every rational mind 
attentively considermg it to be a conclusion directly 
the reverses and if all the others were disputable, if 
all the others remained not open to the same obser- 
vation, this one instance I thank them for putting it 
forward. It is worth a thousand to fix at that time, 
and throughout the negative, that during the whole 
timeLordMelville could by possibility, consistent with 
the history given, have had any knowledge, belief, 
or suspicion, that it was public money, or that public 
money could legally or properly be applied to such a 
purpose. 

My Lords, the next transaction of the stock is the' 
loyalty, this was a transaction your Lordships will re- 
member in the year 1797. Your Lordships will in 
the first place advert to the date in the year 1797, 
that is eleven years posterior to the commencement of 
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this corrupt confederacy between Lord Melville and' 
Mr. Trotter. Your Lordships will also remember, 
that Mr, Trotter had said with respect to the last, that 
it was the only instance in which he had made a pro- 
position to Lord Melville, to purchase stock with the 
public money. 

In the year 1797, your lordships will all remember 
(it is matter of public notoriety) what was the state 
of public affairs. It was a period, perhaps, of the 
greatest depression of the country, I think the public 
stocks were as low as forty-seven ; there was a mutiny 
in the navy ; the bank had stopped their usual pay- * 
ments; and it was considered proper for public men 
to conie forward and aid and assist the public credit, 
in every possible modes that could raise the sinking 
^nd depressed spirits of the nation. 

Will your lordships permit me to ask, whether this 
was a period which a person, desirous of enriching 
himself by purchase of stock, should have selected as 
the one most favorable for such a plan ? ' One who was 
in a situation to be most cognizant of the state of 
affairs ? But we find here eleven years had passed 
when he never once had purchased stock out of the 
public money in any of the periods niost favocabie 
to it ; but he is now supposed to have done it for a 
private purpose, under the circumstances I have 
stated, and when it appears that this^stock, after it was 
puchased fell, as it was clearly, foreseen would be the 
result, from ninety to seventy-two. It was at a dis- 
count of eighteen per cent, as is proved by evidence, 
Thi^ is but a very bad beginning of your money spe- 
culations, if this is your first attempt, if you have 
been eleven years and n^ver done better than this ; 
eighteen per cent. \o%% upon the purchase you m^dc ' 
upon stock. 

• But, my Lords, can no one suggest any other ob- 
ject, or any other motive, why a public man, at this 
time, should offer his name as a subscrfber to the 
amount of 10,000/. loyalty, without having any pecu- ' 
jiiary object in view ? I need not give in proof, whaf^ 
is matter of perfect notoriety, that that illustrious' per^ 
I^OA who \^^ b^n frc<juently ^Uuded to (Mr. Pitt) did, 
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io,ooo/» one, certainly, who was not very largely 
gifted with the means of possessing himself of funds 
to the satoe amount, — In truth, your lordships* in 
looking over a list of those who did subscribe at that 
time will see, that public men in great situations, as 
V^eU those who could conveniently do it as well as 
those who could not, were expected to come forward 
to aid and assist the public credit at that tia^e, — Can 
any body doubt that that was the origin and the com^, 
mencement of it ? That it was not with a view to any 
b.epefil, but that that was the view with which public, 
men did come fox ward at a considerable loss to them? 
selves at the time. 

Mr. Trotter has proved th^t, in the origin, it vvasf 
not an act of his ; that he gave no directions fqr 
t^^ purchase of it; that he had no knowledige of 
tae purghasc of it j and consequently this instancGs|. 
in wnich Lord Melville is supposed to h^ve applied 
fqr the public money, to purchase it, is the instapce 
in which, it is purchased, not by Mr. Trotter, who. wa% 
tl>e necessary agept to have bought it with the public 
money if thai was the object.— Does not this negative 
the design ? does it not cut off this transaction from 
the cause, of dealing between Mr. Trotter and Lord 
Melville, a^d show that was not; the design of it 
"when. it originated from another quarter? and whei^ 
the history belonging to it givest to it another n(K)tive 
a^id another origin ? 

My lords, being bought, and the installments fur- 
nished, the course observed at that time by those whq 
wshod to give currency and credit tathis subft<prip- 
tion was ta tave sold it out, after the first iostaUment ; 
the first installment wa^ B^idi the depression of the 
stock to the amount I have stated of eighteen j(>^r cient. . 
toszether with the attention of Lo^d MelviUe to the 
subject, prevented the imq;iediate sale of thc^ stocks— r 
There was a necessity of paying installi^eats^ ffooi^ 
ti.me to time, during the year of 1 797, a-s they be-, 
cawiedue^ 

' Mr., Trotter has swora that, withoiat the knowled^ 
cf l^Qjf^ Melville^ withcmii the least coHuauni^af iaii ia. 
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liim, lie advanced these installments from time to' 
time as they became due, — It is quite clear, therefore, 
that in its origin, and in its progress, as far as 1 have 
•stated td your lordships, it had nothing belotigirig to 
it that has the least appearance of a corrupt trans- 
action. 

My lords, there is one proof which appears to me 
decisively to strip this case of every suspicion that 
might belong to it of its being a corrupt transaction. 
It is in the first place proved, that the last payment; 
roade upon the loyalty stock was upon the ijth of 
September 1 797.'— Now the document to which I refer 
is the letter to Messrs. Coutts, dated the 28th of 
September, the very day aftefr the last payrrient, by 
which Lord Melville authorized Messrs. Coutts to 
^dispose of this stock intirely, to sell the whole of it 
out immediately, together with other stock, for the. 
purpose of repaying the whole principal, and all the 
dividends belonging to it, to make good the instalj- 
rnents that had been made by Mr. Trotter in the way 

described. 

Now the coincidence of the date following the last 
payment h surejy satifactory to show that Lord Mel- 
ville considered this to be a private del^t of his owo, 
10 Mr. Trotter.-'^That Mr. Trotter had furnished him 
with the means of making these paymentSj^ and that he, 
possessed Mr. Trotter with the means of repayment^ 
pf indemnifying himself for the whole amount of 
whatever had been advanced on this accouht. 

My lords, with respect to all that^ passed after- 
wards, I do not mean to state, that this article is not 
stated by Mr. Trotter to be carried to the chest ac- 
jcount, froni whence an inference has been drawn, that, 
Lord Melville had knowledge that it was public, 
jiioney tl>at had been furnished for the purchase of' 
this stocky Now, my lords, I would only submit 
if to your lordships*^ candid consideration, whether 
jh6 chest account, which has been erroneously sup- 
posed to be ^ public account, was ever exathined by 
Lord Melville, so 2^s for him to knovv that the loyalty 
Jo^n had been transferred to it. Mr. Trotter states, ] 
that h? did not inform Lord Mpltillc he intended' tQ ^ 
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qiakc the transfer. He made the transfer from an 
anxiety, an attention to his own interest. Lord Mel- 
ville, he says, neither approved nor disapproved it. 
He. took the accounts without consideration. The 
transfer appeared upon the face of the accounts. 
Lord Melville, he says, always signed the accounts 
i>cfore he parted from him, and he never was with 
him a sufficient length of time to enable him to exa- 
mine, them particularly. He does not know that 
Lord Melville ever exaniined any of the accounts 
with the touchers. But it is said, Lord Melville 
signed the accounts, and a duplicate was left with 
him, and you are asked to suppose he afterwards read 
them. Now, my lords, I should be glad to be in- 
formed whether it is probable that, if Lord Melville's 
confidence in Mr. Trotter was so great as to induce 
him to do that act (of signing the accounts) which 
authenticated them, and, in a civil point of view, 
made Lord Melville responsible for their contents-, 
he should, nevertheless, afterwards have the curiosity 
to look into th^m ? What purpose could such a 
subsequent . examination answer? Upon the whole 
of this evidence that the noble defendant is to be 
considered in the light of a public man unused to 
business of this nature, unpractised in accounts,, and 
totally averse to them, with his mind at that period 
occupied in parliament, and out of parliament, with 
the different duties that belonged to the stations I 
have stated, with the entire confidence he reposed in 
Mr.. Trotter individually, never thought it necessary 
to examine minutely the measures which Mr. Trotter 
had adopted for his own security. I submit to your 
lordships, that the whole history of this business is 
incompayble with original corruption; that the pro- 

fress of it, in every part, is inconsistant with it ; that 
ord Melville had conducted himself in a mode that 
had delivered his mind with respect to it, and which 
led him to that without ever adverting afterwards to 
the subject, as your lordships evidently see he never 
did advert to the larger stock (the India stock) which 
unquestionably was "proved to be pucchased for him- 
self. 



^ 



185 

My lords, it is not to be supposed, it cannot be 
believed, thai the noble defendant would, in this in- 
stance alone, have availed himself of the public 
money ; that he would have transgressed his duty ii> 
that one, and never in any other transaction; its 
nature, jand under circurnstances, so little favorable 
to profit; it is incredible that he should depart with 
all his character and credit, in this one instance, fron^ 
Ijis former course, when in all others it js proved by 
the evidence for the prosfcution, he had uniformly 
resisted and constantly acted upon a direct and precise 
ijegative of ever being assisted with the pqblic money 
at all. . 

My lords, the next iteni of stock furnishes a much 
shorter consideration, it is a small article of 2000/* 
East India stock, relative to . which, the evidence 
given on the part of the prosecution, by Mr. Trotter, 
has proved only, that he had no recollection what^ 
ever of the nature of the transaction. That he bought 
it it is true ; that he bought it at the time stated is 
perfectly true; but that this sum v(^as bought with 
public money, with the knowledge of the defendant, 
>Yith any directions that he gave to him, or that there 
was not ample means^ in the course of his account 
current, to pay whatever was furnished for that pur- 
pose, there is not adduced the smallest tittle of 
evidence to $qpport ; and, therefore, I shall not 
weary your lordships with travelling particularly 
through the evidence of that sniall item, more espe- 
cially as I think your lordships will rather advert to 
the longer and more important ones, in order to 
chracterise the guilt pr innocence of the noble de- 
fipnd^nt. 

With respect to the items of remittances to the 
houses in Scotland, of 2000/, at one time, 1000/. at 
another, and 3000A at another, at different periods 
of time. 1 forbear to trouble your lordships with any 
observations particularly upon them, because the wit- 
ness who proved them has no distinct recoUecticJn as 
to the manner, the mode, or sources from whence 
they went; he says they constitute a part of his ac- 
cavmt current, and I am sure your lordships will 
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take for granted that they were remitunces furnished 
ciit of the public money, by the direction of Lord 
Melville, without his lordship having any adequate 
means to furnish these remittances from any other 
ligitimate sources. And I would only just refer your 
lordships to page 13^ of the printed eviddnce, were, 
upon the subject ot these remittances, Mr. Trotter 
Was asked, have you.iny reason to doubt but thlt th© 
payments m$de upon that subject were repaid out of 
jhe private funds of Lord Aielville ? The answer 
given to it w$s, I have no reason to doubt it, as there 
were frequent payments subsequent to that, and they 
Went in reductioji of the general account, in which 
{hose sums were included. Then in the absence of 
proof pn their part, that they were froitt corrupt 
30urces, the total negation would have been enough, 
bin their own witness, upon cross-examination, has 
disproved it by stating, that he verily believed it to 
come from the private and legitimate sources of in- 
come belonging to Lord Melville. 

There was another transaction that Was not relied 
upon by the honourable and learned manager, in 
ijelecting hrs topics of guilt— J mean the circt>mstanc§ 
^hat was given in evidence respecting a loan of 4000// 
lipon bond without interest to Mt". Trotter by Lord 
Melville, f do not observe that that cohstitutes ^n 
item of charge against us, it was not relied wpon by 
the honorable and learned mantiger, who summed' 
l.rp' tbe case with so much particularity, ^nd directed* 
cfur attention to what we were to advert to ; it is not 
included in the accounts in which ihey charge us with 
profits: it is enough to say, that it cannot be possibly 
stated higher than a loan, e:ipressly upon the terms 
pf it; a privateloan from one individual to another; 
a private security given to cover it ; and at the time 
that circumstance of its being without interest is 4 
(Circumstance that* the witness says be never men- 
tioned to Lord Melville ; it is a teitrporary accom* 
modation, repaid out of the account current in a short 
space of time ; the sources from whence Mr. Trbtter 
Vas fnabled to suppty that lo^ti he ha$ f^rjy sWte4 W 
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be the course which he was always, by the use of 
|iis office considered as intitled to, videlicet, the re- 
ceipt for the payment of Excheoi>er fees, which have 
always constituted a legitiniate fund, independent of 
that which was issued for navy services in general; 
therefore there is nothing in that of corruption on thfi 
part qf the defendant, of mis-use of public money, or 
any improper conduct with respect to it 5 it is a fjair 
Ipan by one individual to another, with a private sc-^ 
curity given for it, -and that re-paid ir> ^ short sp^cc 
pf time out of the account current. 

My lords, the only remaining article upon this sub? 
iect of money transactions is the 7000/. 3 per dnts. 
reduced ; upon that the evidence was extremely 
short, and I shall have occasion to trouble your lord^ 
ships but a very few moments. The fact of the pur- 
phase of thi§ stqck alone was proved on i\\e part or the 
proseqjtion. 

Now my lords, with respect to the cross-examina* 
tion, all that w^s done by it was, to supply by another 
question, what was left short in the e^famination ir> 
chief. (In page 131, of the printed evidence, Mr* 
Trotter is asked, " You stated that you directed stock 
^f ta the amount of 7000/. 3 per Cersts. to be purchased 
^* for Lord Melville/^ Now this is the corrupt trans- 
^ctionrrv*^ was that purchase made by any direccioa 
^' from Lord Melville ?*•— It was made M^ithout any 
'* directiqnj from his lordship/' So much with re- 
spect to the purchase of it. Now for the means.-r 
•* How came ;hat purchase to be made'without any 
^^ directions from Lord Melville ?*^-*-^^ I made it in 
^* the general managenwnt of Lord MelviHe^s aifarrs. 
*f — I pelieve a^ sum of rnoney had come into ray 
hands at that time for his lordship, and f thotighr 
it was proper to invest it in sorne manner to pro- 
duce an interest to his; lordship.*^ Why then, here 
is. a person whQ receives^ the private funds of Lord ' 
Melville carrying ar^ interest* before indeed, as he 
states in the answer to the next question, and lays i( 
out in^ the purchase of stock for his benefit. How 
dees/ this. ia« any . nesjpeet prove what is statedj^ that 
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rfxis was an instance of purchasing stock with the 
public money ? 

My lords, I have now travelled through all the 
kerns of personal corruption in money matters one by 
one; if ther? was any other I am sure your lordships 
will believe you would have heard of it ; it is quite im- 
ppssible that any art could have ipluded the industry 
that iias been used ; all th^ accounts atCoutt^s house ; 
all the bankers* accounts in Scotland and England ; 
all the copies of letters and correspondence ; all the 
means thaf for ippnths and months had been sifted 
apd examined ; had th^re been one solitary instancy 
to be found of stock purchased, or of any money transy 
actions of any kind, in any quarter of the kingdom ; 
undoubtedly the laudable industry excreted in the 
prosecutjon would have discovered it and brought 
It before your lordships. Why, my lords, how 
then, on these grounds, can any fair mind fasteij 
upon the noble defendant the foul imputation of 
having been throughout cognisant of all the nefari- 
ous transactions qf Mr. Trotter, which he has posi- 
tively deniecl; and your lordships are now to prof 
nownce upon these articles, v^^hethcr you have it sa- 
tisfactorily proved by cigar, 8plid, and demonstrative 
evidence, that Lord Melville, from the beginning in 
1786 to 1890, was the man represented to i>e, and 
that in concurrence >yith Mr. Trotter he connived at, 
authorised and permitted the public money ian bun^ 
dred and twenty miflions gping through his hand,) 
tq be laid out from time to time fox benefit and emo- 
lument ; leaving tp Mr. Trotter all the unparticipated 
benefits of the whole of it, and taking only in these 
few instances which occur {rari nanfes ip gurgite vastOy) 
and which are capable of clear explanations when at- 
tentively e^camined. 

My lords, there is one subject ipore which consti- 
ttfted the last topic verged against the defendant as a 
proof of corruption, 1 mean the release and the dcr 
struction of the books. 

And, my lords, this is urged against us in two dis- 
tinct ways ; in the first place it is urged, that it cqa-j 
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stitutcs of itself a high crime and misdemeanor,* an^ 
in the next place, that it furnishes evidence of guilt. 

My lords, in one word, I will dispose of the first 
part of the charge ; if the fact had been true to the 
utmost extent in which it had been stared, it could 
not have become any crime whatever for any indivi* 
dual, charge^ with an offence, himself to destroy the 
evidence which is to operate to his conviction ; un* 
doubtedly it. might fairly and properly be urged (pro- 
vided sufficient was known respecting it,) as evidence 
of his guilt, but the destruction of them substantive- 
ly and taken by itself constitutes no crime ; the obli- 
teration of evidence that which would operate against a 
person is no offence. The offence, if it be any, must 
be on account of the nature of these documents ^ be- 
cause they were public accounts. 

In answer to which I state, that it all proceeds 
upon a mistake, they were not papers of that descrip- 
tion, the evidence proves they were not ; all these 
vouchers, all these papers, all these books, even are 
the private books of private individuals, the private 
documents between one and the other, of men indeed 
who had filled public situations, but they do not 
therefore become public documents, because other* 
wise all the private books of accounts, all riie private 
letters of every public man would therefore become 
the property of the public, or the public would have 
a right to the inspection of them 5 all the vouchers 
were only vouchers between one person and another, 
between the principal and his agent ; such were the 
vouchers and papers, and such the books, they had 
nothing of the character of public documents belong- 
ing to them, much less than Mr. Douglas's books 
which your lordships rejected upon the very principle 
of their not being public documents, but merely 
private. There is not any one circumstance to show 
that there has been destroyed any one single docu* 
ment of the nature specified. In order to show that 
these were, there should have . been . some evidence 
given of what the nature of the documents were : your 
lordships cannot conjecture about it, yon cannot pre- 
sume they were documents of that sort if there be no. 
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dtVidence of it, and there is not a tittle of evWerice id 
show that any one public document of any descrip- 
tion was destroyed by either party ; and in the ab- 
sence of all proof you will not presume it. I think 
then there is a total end of that part of the charge. 

The only retraining part of it is the presumption, 
.which is resorted to, as afforded by this species of evi' 
dence, and I cenainly do not wonder that so much stress 
should be laid upon this part of the case, considering 
that the honorable managers found all the positive 
evidence to break from under them ; all Mr. Trotter's 
evidence had totally disproved the charge, and showed 
the accounts themselves to be his and not Lord Mel- 
ville's ; and then they have recourse to presumptions.^ 
Now your lordships know that, if there be positive 
proof in the case to the contrary, whatever presump- 
tions might remain, they can never be set up. But 
what inference do they desire your lordships to draw 
from the destruction or these unknown papers ? Are 
you to infer that the 13,500/. stock was bought with 
the public money with the kno>< ledge of Lord Mel- 
ville ? Arc you to guess the unknown contents of an 
unknown paper because it is lost and destroyed ? 
Can you entenain any presumption as applicable to 
any particular part of the case, or how is it to be en- 
encountered against the positive testimony of Mr. 
Trotter? 

With respect to the instances furnished to your 
lordships; undoubtedly the instances stated are per- 
fectly correct in civil cases', as the instance even of a 
criminal one stated might be in their nature, though 
not to the extent, I think, to which the honorable 
and learned manager contended ; because I rather 
think that a learned judge would be a little cautious 
of giving quite the directions suggested in a criminaf 
case solely from the fact of the destruction of the 
clothes, without any proof that these clothes were 
bloody. A judge would hardly venture to state to 
the j-ury^ that they were at liberty to presume the 
clothes to have been bloody* If there was any proof 
that they were in that condition their destruction 
might strengthen it, but the deduction alone could 
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jiot lead any tribunal to jump to a conciusioti m raifi 
as that which has been contended for* That i» noc 
the habit of administering justicei thank Qod« in 
this country ; but what would bie s^id in a case Jikc 
that put by the honorable maija^er, if, wLen yoa 
were entertaining presumptions arising from the de^ 
struction of clothes, a witness should come forwapd 
and swear the prisoner at the bar was not the man that 
destroyed those clothes, but I destroyed thpm for 
my own purpose^ I destroyed them for a purpose 
which has nothing to do with the gdilt or innoc^ce 
of the defendant ; it was I that did it, and h^ ha$ 
nothing to do with it : what would you say then to 
any presumption to be drawn from such a circum-' 
stance ? What would you say, my lords, to ^uch a 
presumption as this, if it was accounted for in an en* 
tirely different way, viz. that these were old worn 
out clothes, which were no longer wanted, a^d that 
antecedent to any imputaption or charge, they had 
been in the natural and ordinary course destroyed ^ 
And yet thi^ is the case before you, for with re&pect 
to the destrucdon of these papers and these vQuchers^ 
all this evidence of presumption, which is drawn to tho 
disadvantage of the noble defendant, and whi^h is ta 
fasten upon hiva all this guilt, is all furnished by this 
letter, which with your lordshipsV permission I wiU 
read, and you will see then what fair inference or 
presumption it affords of the corrupt conduct io^put- 
ed to him. 

My I^ord^, it is a letter dated the 30th of Jvme^. 
1804, it is in answer to a requisitiojo^ desiring to be fur- 
nished with the result of various accounts between th^. 
noble defendant and his paymaster, during his Treats 
surership for twenty years which had preceded tbc^ 
date of t^is letter ; acqounts^ of every sum IVjlr. Tiot- 
ter had ever paid fyr or received from him. 

*^ G^njleqcien, 
" X.haye .received your requisition of date thft 
** 26th insta^it. It is impossible for me to furnish you, 
** with the account you ask. It is more than four years^ 

singe. I left dtie office qf Treasurer of the Navy ; and 

at the per jod of doijcig, soj having accounted forevcijt 
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^ stim imprest intb my hands, I transferred the wHbfc 
existing balance to the account of my successor. 
From that time I never considered any one paper or 
voucher that remained in my hands as of the small- 
est use to myself or any other person ; and, conse- 
quently, being often in the practice, since I retired to 
Scotland, of employing occasionally sometime in as- 
sorting my papers, and destroying those that were use- 
less, 1 am satisfied there does not exist any one ma- 
, terial by which I could make up such an aecount as 
you specify — *** That is part of the letter relied upoft 
to prove against Lord Melville, a corrupt, fraudulent', ^ 
and wilful destruction of the paperis : the accoimt 
given of it being a natural account, which I presume 
would be the case of every individual vvho hadquitted 
a situation for more than four years, without the least 
idea of suspicion, of any ulterior account he was to 
have to give ; that he should do this in the most 
natural way that any individual might innocently and 
fairly do, at the time when he settled all his ba-* 
lance, which it is proved he did, with his private 
agent, Mr. Trotter : and when he had settled all his 
accounts with the public, that he should naturally^ 
fairly, and, in the ordinary course of any indi-^ ^ 
vidual, occupy that leisure he had- in disburthening 
himself of papers which he saw of no probable future 
«se. 

But it is also proved by evidence on the part of 
the prosecutor of Mr. Trotter, that this always had 
been the habit of Lord Melville, from time to time, 
to destroy useless papers, that it was his course long 
and long before : 1 desire therefore to ask my Lords, • 

whether, under these circumstances, any fair inference 
can be drawn to the disadvantage of Lord Melville ; 
or any belief that he was destroying those vouchers' 
for any wicked or corrupt .purpose. 

Your Lordships will have the goodness to bear in 
mind, that the retirement alluded to was in 1801, 
when the noble defendant left the office of Secretary* 
of State, and had left the political world. Twelve' 
months after he had settled this account with Mr. 
Trotter; two years before the Commissioners x>£ 
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0f Ktval Ef^iry vtrcappototod; ant) tluete ^c&m-^bM 
fore the reqouition.in qxi^snoa AV'as scat ta^hfini •■■'- '.: 
. My.JLords, with xespect to the diknindainhat die 
honourable and learned n^aager* chought>. he bad 
driven nis to, by. ^dsking, whether the. papers! eft! 
voudhers hid.'been! destroyed, before or postecaor; t9 
the release in iSo3y 1 carrot say- that Ifeel it. ./Un-f 

2uestionably the. vouchers. and papers alluded to. iit 
'Ord dMftiviile's letter, were destroyed iongi before 
the rdease was escoauted ; but those papers and 
TOUchcrs related • to idle accounts which- were opuca 
between Lord^ Melville and Mr. Trotter pendingi tha 
freasunersfaip. These are the accoun(;s enqiiired iaftet 
by the Commissioners in their requisition. : iNow Mr. 
Trotter. has proved that* these accounts were, settled 
and the.ballapce paid in i8oo. The honourable and 
learned manager has therefore been led into a mistake^ 
in supposing the accounts, when the papers in question 
neere destroyed, was yet open and unseated. .Th^ 
account spoken of in the release, upon which a ba**. 
lance is stated to be due to Lord iVlelville; the wicivessi 
expressly proves to be an account wluch did not com-' 
picnce till 1802. . > .# ^^ 

Now, my Lords, with respect to the release, ^as- 
tkere ever a case which less justly, called for .any in« 
ferrences to the disadvantage. of the noble ^fendaso;> 
was the release his act, was it his contrivance fmy^ 
Lords, here again Mn Trotter,, their Qwn witnciss, 
comes forward and exonerates him, he expirteefy says^- 
that the idea of a release- originated witbihimse^: 
that' at the time he thought of it he* was*; in .'London ;t 
that. be had, indeed* originally propo&ed.ttilong. before, 
but it was postponed tor execution for : some j t ime ;' ic 
was then upon his own received suggeatioaifor .piuw^ 
poses of his own, (undoubtedly to iitu:ilitate the subse- 
quent destruction of his books with theiwipv^.ofxQn-, 
cealing his own transactions, ivhich:'W0pe «. of lartia^ore 
that he knew would not bear. to been^i^efl into,) 
that he armed himself with a rekasp to ^ts&^extmiced 
by Lord Melville in Scotland. Upobihac occasion; 
he consulted a most honourable and respectakl^-^^^^i" 
citor, Mr Spotdswoode, a tsaia^ businesa^ ;and;ji<nM|; 



aT cnAt^ Md tht dnife to qontbo; vfakh Intf ii^ 
ttished to much t>bservitkmt ifss a cfaoite fae beHevicl 
mggeiced by that respectafak sdicitor, iuMted svith 
so licde attention on hia part that he did not iaecoUBi:t 
its being there till it was pohioed out to hini»and thai 
areleaieso drawn, without the knowledge of Lotd 
ftlehrilley without bis having seea the drafts withont m^ 
«erting a correction in aoy part <^ it, was sent to him 
in Scodand, and because it happened to < contain a 
clause, whereby they declare that they have ntt]iuall|i 
delivered up for destruction, <ir pr^^ose so to do^ 
their respective vouchers, it is to be protumedt thitt 
Lord MelriUe was conscious he had donei sooMihiBtf 
improper^ and therefore he registeped it opon si p**^^ 
fier that is to be recorded in the courts o£ScQtk»i 
Tken for the purpose of ccHicealing hi& gtiik fae tabet 
the best means or disclosing it* 

These are the inferences to be drawn frtmi' tbia re* 
lease. Bat supposing the parties had been togeriior 
am) had mmually interchanged their rcspectiirevouck** 
ars, and had put them in tlie fire, as; is cammon upcm 
-settling accounts^ would any inference to the. diaaid^ 
vantage of either party have been dranm from thai^ 
and woM decs it amount ta xhorct when each pvtv 
being at a distance agrees to put an end to that whica 
^m caise a claim by the representative of ooev itt case 
evCdetthf aninat the. representative of the otker* / 

MffL^vmf in this case I certainly d6 not ^opose, ^m 
the part of the noble defendant ta trouble your Loid'* 
AifB witfa aiucfaf if any evidence at all, i£ it should 
happen chat any of the circumstances that I havs 
moed shoidd seem more correctly a;nd pzx>perly. to call 
for any eaddmce upoa the subject^ pamicdbifiy thaa 
oiraiuiittuice of the rdmquishment of hxs^ ^dary as laop 
0ttiirlng a&y infereilcea of his being a cocrupt man^^xqr 
puc&mn|^ poUic ftioaey^ if that should, he deemed 
{mqaer, it will occupy bot a nsoment of ymu- Lord^dup's 
9ine# Upon die gcneial subjea cS the charge it is 
IMC mf. iatsntioa, oa the part of the noUe ^d«:&dant 
^ troobk your JLiqiihips wii^ 

1 hope it will noe howmer be. said that d»^ defends 

•ut cfideiice — no— he ttaods upon the best evidence ; 



Am {troducodfrom tletniM «i«!b8fiettetl i|«WMV It if 
hma tbe evideote of the profccticor bimsdlf , bow it 19 
eoBie 012c that I have imitonnljr relied as proving Af 
case and dtflproYii^ tlKtn* 

' r Ferbaps it maf be said. Mffe m^bt hive recourse 89 
f|ciierai: evidence of a oature sonaec tines upon occasiom 
like dus adduced before 9 tribunal of this nature < 
bitt, my Lordst injr Lord Melville's conduct ana 
character have iong been before the public ; it caoncc 
ilea secret to your JLofdship's> and I will net ilesce^ 
to anji paTttcularization of evidence, or to adduce thk 
long and distiiiguished traiiai of witnesses who would be 
lieady'to come forward and give an account o( his. coft» 
4i2ct in efvery dcpartaientft and the purity^ vigour^ 
energy^ and tatcgrity, by which he was ufiiforoA^ 
acuiated. . 

I cannot help observing^ that that is a little bard to 
iNCve it said of the defendant chat his private ai&irs 
{nnspered while the public ai&if s committed ta his 
trast» were, uniformly ruinous and falling inc^ destruc* 
tioa. Is that x fair account of the defendant ? I wiU 
not pursue the wbgcc^f I will leave it to your bcu 
noumble minds^ to say whether that is a &ir acr 
eount of the result of the noble defendant's serviqci 
to the public* Your Lordship's have beard,, that evea 
in this the Navy Department, all that is imputable^ 
;^l that happened of mil conduct^mighc Mve happetied 
«id escaped the vigilance of the mott ho|iourabl<f an4 
teapectabie persons, becatase they did escape their vi^^ 
gilaace for two years after Lord Melville quiaed. the 
situations. . In the ume of his two immedi^e sue* 
ccssoi?. Lord Hartowby and Mx. Bragge Bathurst/fqi 
two years together^ Mr. Trotter remaifiedj and tb«( 
same practice of drawing from tlie bank, and tho 
same use c^ 9:he money continued* It surely, therefmw 
does not necessarily infer giult, it djpes nfot, necessarily 
infer knowledge^ that: a transaction of this sore should 
go on>by the subordai^ate, to whom all the detail of 
the business was by the course of the office left> wiib« 
out any mtseoaduct,. without any abdicatfoift of diicf 
imputable to those ii^naurable persons wha suc^oeeded 
hiaif. and wha had aat^a»LoI]dMelviUe had^any 0Kh9 

' . .Oft; 



|)ut)ltc ' coiicern to di^r^Oft their atteniionsl .Bat it 
taight be said equally witk rd^pccrto several other 
bigh situation's ;-for instance, the casd of auditors ofthe 
Exchequer, where all the business is usually done by 
'deputy, that the principal w^^ does not vigilantly su- 
l^erintend all that passes, whether he happens to have 
J>ublic concerns of another nature or not is highly cxiU 
f)able. There iare other situations of this nature which 
fire constantly given to persons, in exalted stations, as 
rewards for their services in more laborious -depart- 
ments. If the noble defendant was not so vigiknt as 
he might have been over the conduct of his paymas-' 
tcr, let it be recollected that he was employed. in the 
service ofthe public in masters of infinitely greater 
moment, and that without salary, or with, a small poc^ 
tion of the salary he was entitled to receive. .. 

But, my Lords, can it fairly be said , that the public 
concerns committed to his trust were neglected? did 
the public suffer any injury ? I do not mean to palliate, 
mucli less to defend the conduct of Mr. Trotter, but 
recoHect they were his a6ts„ and- not the defendaat's, 
that there never was any circumstance that naturally 
attracted the attention of the noble Lord, because no 
interruption of public business, no delay, no loss,' had 
^verhap^penedto call for his attention- to watch, inspect, 
and superintend ; and it is proved by Mr. Braggc 
Bathurst, t|iac- he only interfered, when referred tp, 
and left all the detail of payments and receipts ca 
bis paymaster. Suv'ely then, it will not be said Lord 
Melvilie was culpable in doing the same, and only 
interfering when his attention was called to. But can it 
be fairly said of the defendant, thsw: he has neglected 
or abdicated his duty, when it -appears in evidence, and 
when it was honourably and fairly stated by the ho- 
liourable manager, who opened the accusation against 
him, who said, " I wish to say every thing, in illus- 
*^ tration of good deeds, and to give them all, the 
•* credit and praise that is due to them ; it. is with 
*^ satisfaction, 1 ^say, that during* the time that Mr. 
** Dundas was treasurer of the n^vy, several benefit 
^* cial regulations took place, which he. has the credit 
^* of having formed* for the protection and defence 
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•• of a mcrttorious class of' menj to'give alotments of 
*' wages, and several regulations were formed through 
^' his instrumentality, which have saved a numbc^r 
of lives from public execution : the act particu- 
larly, he said that has prevented the forgery of 
'* seamen's wills ; that for this he deserves the thanks 
••of his country, and the gratitude, the unbounded 
•* gratitude of that meritorius class of men," These 
were the words of his accuser; and yet, my Lords, in 
summing up the case against the defendant, are wc 
told that his private aflfairs flourished, and the public 
withered under my Lord. Melville. ' 

My Lords, 1 shall trouble your Lordships with 
but a word or two more. The honourable mana* 
ger who opened this case, truly told your Lord- 
ships, that the dcfetidam .was tried by a tribunal 
whfch he himself had preferred. It should be recol- 
lected that he had little option left him upon this 
subject after he had, behind bis back, been prejudged 
and caluQiniated in every part of the metropolis and 
its vicinities, and before the public offices, , by >yhoni 
the'jvirymu«t have been convened for hi$ ^riaU. My 
J^rd's, he preferred these proceedings, because; hi 
thought jthat every one would, tie satisfied, chat if the 
corruption .and guilt imputed to him had existed, ift 
iny part of his. lite, it could not escape the vigilance, 
the industry, and the power, that in this proceeding 
would be employed against him : he preferred it t)e- 
cause he was sure that- here he should have justice ; 
that here he might appeal to that high honour which 
pervades every noble breasti. and wnich the constitu- 
tion ha^ substituted in the place of the obligation im- 
posed in inferior tribiioals. , , . ^ 
My Lords, your Lordships are about to discharge 
a solemn and important duty ; the higest antl most 
responsible that can be exercised by man himselfj, 
about to stand before another tribunal, in a mqtn9n- 
tous and awful enquiry and review. 

Your Lordships are to exercise this function m this 
august tribunal, the highest jn the world, in the eye,, 
add in the prese^iceot this gre^t' natioi>, and of the. 
representatives of eyery . other, . Your iLordships are 
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to .exercise it in the ease of a defendant of exalted 
runky and whoj my Lords, is now called upon in thd 
evening of his life, after a period of more than forty 
years employed in the public service, and who now^ 
tny Lojrds, has all that is left to him depending upoti 
the judgment which your Lorships are to pronounce: 
My Lords, to that judgment he looks forward'with all 
the confidence that conscious innocence, and a relir 
ance upon your Lordships* wisdom, justice, and im- 
partiality can produce. My Lords, I wiH trouble 
your Lordships no funher than to oflbr my humble 
thanks to your Lordships for the great attention that ^ 

I have received, and request your Lordships will ac- 
cept my humble apology for having so long trespassed 
upon that indulgence. 

The following evidence was then given on the part 
of the defendant. 

Mr. John Litchfield, from the Privy ConhcSf ofBce$ 
produced a volume of the registers of orders in counciK 

And an extraa of the order, dated a7th February^ 
t795i was read, viz. 

^* Anc the Lords of the corhmiftee do a^tve fur« 
^* ther to report, as their opinion, to your Majesty, 
•* that with respect to the salaries ot the principal ^ 

<^ Secretaries of statCi such salaries should be 6o6b/. 
^^ per ahnum» clear of all deductions, and in lifcu of 

all former salaries and fees^ and that this arrange* 

ment should be considered as taking e^bt from 
^* the 12th of January, 1792, with regard to the righe- 
^ honourable Lord Gredville, and the right honour- 
•* able Henry Dundas; and with regard to his grace 
•* the Duke of Portland, from the date of his grace's ^ 

*^ appointment to be one of your Majesty's pnncipal 
* secretaries of state.** 

His Majesty, taking the said report into considera- 
lion, was pleased, with the advice of his privy coun- 
cil, to confirm such of the regulations respecting the 
officers of his Majesty's principle secretaries of itate, 
proposed by the commissioners, appointed by the said 
act, passed in the 25th year of his Majesty*s reigri, as 
appeared to be approved of by his Majesty's said 
principal secretaries of state. And his Majesty is 
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ifttviie tdcisfedy #ttii the adticeafbreaddU tto tpprtve 
$ML confiim Ike further riguUtlons proposed by his 
hUifcttfs said {Principle secretapes of state, with ' the 
teceptKms ^bove stated in the said report of the lords 
of mc oommittee of privy council, and to ordet as it 
IS hcrcbjr ordered, that the same be adopted tod car- 
ried into execution. And the right honourable tht 
lords ^cooiolussiDners of liis Mftjesty*s treasury and bis 
Majesty's principal secfetatics of state are to^ive the 
jgneessary dtrcctiotts herein ah to them nfiay rcspec« 
lively appeitaiiu 
nim WiUmm PnOoei^ Esq. wis examined ai fiSms. 
. JUK Fimmr^ Arc you the chief clerk in the home 
dftpvxoMEA of ike Secretary of sute?— -I am. 

How long have you been in ckac utuation ?-^Pbrty^ 
OjfiKyMii. 

Did it fall in your departthent ahd duty, is the 
ekksf cktk^ to pay tb^ Saiaoies that werb due to the 
Secretaries of state for the hbmi department ?«^Cb]i^ 
ftteiiy* 

Ffon tkf cigfadi of Joati 1791 to the i£th oif JkAvt 
^Mtf ijqz^ did you p»y any salary to Mr. Dundas ^^I 
did wjc 

Ftoid diat ftimr eo tke loch df July, 17^ did foil 
pty Udi aiiJF sidary f^l did ikot. 

. tfaoiy sslaiy btfdbceiidensaoodby my Lord Meli 
ville during that period of time, would it have beea 
your depnrcoifist so ka^ paid it, and most you k&ve 
kfltf#a jc >-«^I skodd thtid^ so. 

pMng chat iafttrvdl have you atcouhted to Lord 
>SclviUe for f^j fees ?— Yes. 
. To whiit period kai^ you so kctouhcdd l^To th< 
.xuJiof Joty^ t794f whea his Lofdship remoyed cd 
the war dcparcoientr 

Wm ko inlitUd dowa to dis ptf iod of the drdef in 
ebisaeil 10 tke salary exclusive of tke fees P^^Yes* 

Whft is die amount of that salary wiiicb fat w<>ul4 
kovr^BMRm emitted Co divnuig that period, pior to the 
order of council, from themonthot Ja.ie, 1791, to the 
fmmA of ttee order of cooneii>^«*<^>bn die nearesc 
ettcokBian 1 ctfuld Make it would prMuce ays^/. U^ 
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: From chat perbdto tUe thne^f Loid Mkiviile ga^ 

irig to the war dppartmem?-r— 14,958/. sSs id. ■ • '^ t 
; Staie the amount of fees which had bcon reedy^ 
prioi' tD^the order of coimcil, which are to be dedactod 
from the sum you. have given ?~The amairiK of &*es 
received by his Lordship previous to the i^thAe^y aS 
Januarys i7<)2, is Sjzi.'Sji jii* .:. .- :•' --^ 

, Arc :rhose. fees" which arose prior- to the order of 
cdcincil P-'i+Prior. to the i zth of January, rj^i*^ * " 
- That prider in council had no e£ecc ^faite^er ufxm 
the right to receive those fees? — None. y. . . * * . 1 

. Talce the' amount of fees s'dbsequerit ooithe'^ordcnbf K 

coun^ilv and which are do be dediitted iroim^d;ie^m 
before given ?— The.sum total of tTicfoca>wa3*Ji0i^5afr 
41.41^4: the expences .of the office in-that uiiek'ifir^ljle- 
ducted therefrom being 3932/. i6j. 6?i., letc^jOtgZ. yjt 
pjt/. cieorrtohis -Lortisliip- • .: : :i • ' ?^ iU 
:::/Was that the net amount of fe6s\sqboeq9ieat:)C6.4U0 
cjtrder of couucii S— »Ycs it was. -^ - : .:, * ^ . .: ;t od2 

What is the total of the money relinouished^to? tim 
public' in ihic account yoci hav4. be edgl3ri|igi^^5,93.3/^ 
i^Si. ^IJi .'i . . .: : . .: . ': ; .;. \* ^ ■ • -^ i.ii> c- \ • ^^^ 

Is that sum the amount of what was given up to tlio 
publiciujijseqiiem tg thebirfersof odiiiaiiJJj^dbthink^so. 4 

1 think you said thattbdabi&tMitir^tiquisbed.be^e 
the!6rderdfcouncilwas.2:jf7t^.»<i i)a{l/.^itt)£kat sa^Wt 

*^ .What is vtbe total. amount; oftUose imo suiQS.given 

up in this department^ aS'SedceiBary-bfailfati-feicbe bonod 
defxajtembnt ?.— Tiie:. t^o ^uhik ^added ^xriakj; 8^1648/. 

to the ^puiDicc jpy dbisJelintjuishmepft^-^Ip/hai i i... ' 

t j A^.WifiWnaiS. ■'Bqrm!^ cihr^tirfiei that .LwJd.' Mel- 
villa dxifeived My fee od ctndlmaefxti Jwhatbvcr^ was it . 
I^dto ^m throu'ghlyDUfirr-Bis.Lordjihs^ iic^tihfaiily 
gaTQ iniS)io|ders Sajf {»jrn]oent^:iind; recieircd moiiey/cf 

; Was i^i&inthf >m}tihe. o£qy^6ar'.bJjmieBdit^rc^ 
svcU $alEfics:*aiicl itis\ for/X^pcdiMdViUp ini:^e;iecre^ 
tary of state's departments ? — It was. 
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- * To' Whom *ffid \'chi pay wfiat money yoif S\d pay *ot 
his aceoti5t?*~Somctiincs to his Lordship's banker, 
at other times to his order, at other times by verbal 

Can you swear ih^t the calculations you have made 
of the sums-Tdinqutshed by' Lord Melville arc accu- 
rate?^— ^I may be subject to errors but they ane as ac^ 
curate as 1 could make them* 

Questions by' the. Lpri/i.-!-Have I understood you 
ligntlyin saying the. order of council Bore 'dale the 
2; 7th of February 1795?' — Yes* * ' 

And .that the fees were to be relinquished from the 
*.2th of 'January, 1792 ? — It is so directed in that or- 
der of council, that with respect to the Secretary of 
State> that* they should have that allowjtnce of 6ooo/* 
4 year deir of all deductions, and in lieu of fees ; 
and that wichjfespect to Mr. Dtindas, now Lord Mel- 
viUe, itc should ^ have a retrospect from the 1 2th of 
January, i792. v . ' • 

• Anb-I to uiidefstand you, that Lord Melville re- 
ceived 6>j6ooi. a year. from the rzth Janukry 1792 ?— ^ 
No,: his .l^trdship^ received short of that money, 

' 7 iff n: 'fames Chapman^ Esq. was examined. 
. Mr. Pitbner. — ? Whether you are the chief clerk in 
the Secretary of State's office i<x the war department ? 

Were, you so in the month of March, 1795 ? — 

-Yes. •- . •. r ; • * 

We're you the person through whom the salary, 
due to the Secretary of State, in that d^partmenti 
would have been paid ? — Yes. 

Hbw rhfucfa iil point of fact of salary did you pay 
to Lord Melville, as Secretary of State for the wa# 
depanfaent ?— *l do not know the total amount that I 
paid J I paid Lord Melville his salary at the rate of 
2,oof»A .a ^jcar,. from January 1^95, to June 1800; 
and at the rate of 4,000/. a year from the first of June . 
iSbO'tothfctitAeLdrd Melville resigned the seals in 
March* I belicrveiSoi. I 

What was the amount of difference between what 
Lord Melville was entitled to receive and what he 



flctoaHy aid recrhnc ^--^My Lord McWMc rdiaqtifeh- 
jcd from July 1794 to the time be migiled the seabi 
Upwards of aS^oooL 

Arc you now speaking of the war depafttntil 
€taly ?-^Of tbe war de^^orbncnt <wily. 
. Tills iias xioihing to dt> then with any fdstiquisli^ 
jpcfit m the bffice of Secreury of State tor tike faoCDt 
department ?— No. 

, ' ■ ^ ' 

' iWr. ff^hbk^^ad-^Vitto you the channel tlrrot^ 
which all Lord Melville^ salaryii such: wi he /did rti» 
^^ive* patecd ?-^Ycs, ih the war dej>»rtttjwit. 
. Did YOU accoum wicfa Lord MelvUte Ibr thM seilaft 
Try? — xes. 

Whether any part ^^xbi^ additional ifilw^i stmed 
by you tohiive bbca rfilincpished by Lord MdviUci 
evti ^as temkored to Kib loMship ?-— ^It was withlield 
'in con&equence of .Lord Melville's diifectioa tf> ioie 
not to pay it to his account. . . - , 

. Whfeii did yoii recfeivc thoie dinccitontJ-*-! pre- 
aume when the first quarter's salary waiitud, whco 
1 asked Uoxd Melvilie WketAberl sivoiiiid p&y it» et 
what I should do? 

Do .Jou know of any reason wliy tirat ttliry wa$ 
jat)t received by Lord Mel vilk> or not paid td bitn in 
the samiQ mai^ner as it was. paid to other secrecatiet 
of state ? — I believe, because Lord MelviUs con* 
jceivf d himself reteiving 4^000/^ a year aa ttreaaort^ of 
the navy, he therefore received t^Sdol. a year as Sih 
cretary qF State^ makioatg, in the whelb the salaiy of 
6yOooil a y^a^^ M^hich wai^thc talasyallottcod to the 
secretary of State. 

Then L<t>rd Melville^ fot both o&cei, the Tnea* 
aurershfp of the Navy und the cfthfcr oficey jfeaivcd 
i>yOQoL a year !: — ^Ican only speak to itiy^wn; depart^ 
jnent, from that he recfeived only i^ootL ^ -' . - 

What salary did Lord GreAvrlle receive frote cbt 
aame office ? — I do not fcn©\«r. ^ . 

Were you notl chit^lf cbrfc wbeA Lord Gf€iml}« 
was secretary of state? — I am in the trak: dtepait^ 
pjent* 
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Re-examined. 

Mr. P/»Wfr.— Might I ord Melville, if he had been 
^ disposed, besides his salary as Treasurer of the 
Kavy, have received the fiill 6,oco/. as Secretary of 
State for the war department ?^— I conceive undoubt- 
edly so. 

Had you authority, and would you have paid it, 
if it had been demanded ?— Certainly. 

Was there any reason for your non payment of the 
tnonev but the voluntary relinquishment by Lord 
Melville, which you have stated ?t— None t)ther. 

Mr Phtmer. — My Lords it is matter of figures; 
I would only beg to call your Lordship's attention 
to those two sums that Ijave been provfed by thest 
witnesses to the amount of 8,648/. 135. 2d. in the 
home department, and the amount of 26,081/. 7/. gd* 
in the war department, added together they make the 
sum of 34,730/. OS. yd. relinquished by Lord Mel* 
Tille and saved to the public. 

Mr. Adam then rose, and spoke as follows : 

My Lords, it is now come to my time to approach 
your lordships in the discharge of this most awful 
and most important duty. It is a duty which from 
Various events in life, and various recollections, is 
much more awful to me than I am enabled to ex^ 
J)ress. My lords, it is rendered still more so by the 
most emphatic eloquence^ and the ihost powerful ar- 
jument, which has preceded that which I am to ad- 
Iress' to your lordships. My lords, I trust that I 
shall have resolution to collect my thoughts, and to 
state them with accuracy, and the best return that 1 
can make to your lordships' favourable attention is^ 
that I shall not delay your lordships with any thing 
but what is completely to the point. 
• My Lords, 1 shall approach in the first instance 
to the consideration of the statute, not because it liel 
directly in the order in point of time, but because 
it is important to discuss the law as an abstract pro* 

r3sition, unconnected with the fact ; and because 
wish' that the discussion of the statute should not 
interfere with the narrative and the argument which 
form the ground of defence. 
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My Lords, heforcl state the observati<3ns which I 
ihall have to^iisher intQ your lordshf ps' attention^ -up- 
on the construction of the statute of the 250^0. IlL 
let me entreat your lordships to recollect this, and 
.to bear it in your minds in all the various, rami fica^ 
tions of this important case, that the noble and emij 
Dcnt personj whose case -is. now under, your lord^ 
ships' "consideration, docs not at this moment owc^ 
and that he .has not from the day he left the office of 
treasurer of the navy, owed one farthing to the pub* 
lie. He has paid up every single sixpence that ever 
was In any course impressed into his hands, even in- ^ 
dialing the sum of io,oooiL which has beep so much 
jthe -subject •of public discussion* Not only so,bul 
.your loixiships will never fail to recollect that every 
branch of that duty, which he discharged as trea* 
surer of the navy, ney^r met with any impediment ; 
that the public never suffered any loss; that the per- 
son 'wlio was' entitled to^his .payment never had hi^ 
payment .postponed- in one single farthing or for one 
jsingle mo/nent. My lords,. this is a most important 
feature in this case, and it is. well,; not only that it 
should be impressed upon the minds of 'this high .tri- 
bunal, but that a watchful, an anxious, .^nd as 1 ^ 
shall sheNv your lordships, an unwarily misled public, 
shall likewise know the fact to the utmost corner of 
its united empire. ' My lords, the act of. parliament 
which I have to state to your lordships was the work 
of .the noble defendant, and he is accused no>v before 
your lordships of having been the breaker of his own 
law. My lords, it is important, before your lord- 
ship.s find him guilty of 'having been the. breaker of • 
l)is,Qwnlaw, that yoiir lordships shoiild thoroughly 
bnderstand what that law imports. I will venture iq 
?ay., that unless, there is an intention of having re- 
course to matter, which I am sure never legally wa$ 
forced into the construction., of. any clause of an ace 
of parliament, which no court of law. could listen to^ 
that your lordships must decide, and must be.clearly 
of opiriipn, notwithstanding the threats tHat'we have 
heard of being brought. to shamCj upon this point, 
that this law is most disi:inctly what we expound it 
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to 13C> and that tKare is> iro obngaridn* upon rte part 
of the nobtelord, or upon the p«rt Qf.;aayoxh«j 
treasurer erf the navy, to vvitWiold froimtdca\yi»g:oat 
die maney which is placed in the banki a^/sooilas the 
tirae of serviicc.' arrived, .under the proper a^sigamchf . 
from the proper 'board. . . . '. , •/ 

The learned counsel then entered, ipto one of tbo 
abkst and must logical legal arguments that perbapa 
was cvjer heiird in Westminister Hail, in iwbich lie 
contended^ that the objeaa of the act were very dif^' 
ferent fromirandof much ..more importanqe, ..thar» 
what was ccliod upon: hy the managers ; and that ali 
though a few words, or oppressions, in the acttoight 
at first view.secBQ to import otherwise*, y^, when. the 
matter was examined* and sifted to-. tlK .bott<)t)at, tlm 
act of parliament would not. bear the consuructiba 
put uponut by the managers for the;Commop^ \. . 

I i)eg leave to state to your lordships .ne^st, the 
uses which have arisen frooj: this. act, and to ypur 
lorships that they are, in ;ny,opinioOf .of ^the mQsr 
important natiiu'e. You^' lordsbvps hav^ Jieard .that, 
the wid.ow.and the orphan of the sailQrs -have feea. 
the subjects of tlie ^protcctiQijt of the .nabife;lprd;* 
that he has taken infinite ^^aios.to make reg^latipaa^i 
which shi)uld> check the worst of all crinies, the, 
qrimc of falsifying . instruments to. thp injury. of the, - 
poor. My lords, without the. regulations which this/ - 
act contain.*), it would not; have ^been possible for the, 
noble lord'siacts to have .been carfied intp execvui9<i; 
with effect; for if you had. qrampt and .fet;teted the' 
payment, in such a. way. as to make each particular; 
sixpence doled out at the hank to the individual, jdli 
these meritorious acts would have, been ineffectual ;r 
the allotment of sean^^en's wages to the wife of a 
seamen ; the paymenx to a. child after the death of , his; 
father in. the. battles pf his, country ;.. the payjinentj 
to any person who may have a': claim upop the trea-" 
surer, of the. navy's, oflicq Qf.asmajl ampiint, would/ 
baye beep'but of iliftk effect jii^deec), if they. had be.en; 
obliged to take their piqce^pf paper fiprri thepfficeat 
Spmersetrhoi^se, with the sum of one shilling, or five 
shillings^ or twenty shiilings, or up to five pounds,' 

• • . » i ' • ..... .... " ' ■ .J 



mrhten upni It, in order to ctny it tbron^ ali ttio 
offices of the bank of EDgland, before they arrived 
ftC the place of payment. My lorda^ it provided 
cberefore for the paytneat of the money in a [rface 
where it should be convenient for such persons to re« 
ceive it. But this was not the only object <^ the aA 
pf parliament ; it wat not only necessary to leave the 
latter part of the act freei^ and at the control and diu 
crecion of the paymaster in that respect ; but this act 
had other objects most material to die welfare o£ the 
country, which it has carried completely into e&ct« 
It had for its object . to prevent premature calis^ byr ^ 

wtrranring no payment* unless the letter of the boardj 
certifying the existence of the call, accompanied the 
memorial of the treasurer. It was passed for the 
purpose of ascertaining balances^ while the services 
were performing; it was to secure to the publican 
official account^ instead of a personal account ; it was 
ihroogh that medium to confine .the account of the 
treasurer of the navy to one account, instead (^ be*« 
11^ distributed to live or six; it was to prevent the 
office of lex-treasurer from continuing an exisring; 
office ; it was to make atreasurer^ when be went out of 
office^ hand over all the money (as the nolde lord did # 
every penny of it) to his successor, in order that the* 
account might be all carried on by one set of clerks^ 
isnder one master^ in one set of books, and not ac^' 
cording to the irregulartty that was pracnced before 
that time ; it was to secure a yearly audit oi the ac<» 
oountSy by calling upon the treasurer to make up hid 
accounts each year and have them audited at the end; 
of the year» instead of, to the dts^ace of this coun- f 

uy and of the administration of the exchequer, hav-* 
ing the accounts in the exchequer of Lord Ranelagh 
k\ the year 1782, who went out of his treasurershi^ 
in the reign of king William. These are the ob-» 
jec(9 of the* act, and it w^ perfectly consistent with' 
the objects the noble lord bad 10 view whe» her 
brought in this act, that the form of it should be sucb 
as 1 have stated, because it has answered diose pw*' 
poses which are particularly described in the thirds 
report of the commissioners of nci:oiiatS| *aad whkfb 
Yf^ the great foundation of this regulation* 
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tase I wouid wish to take th<em tip in the order of d^e 
As much at possible, but» my lords, it h impossibt^ 
^ me CO approadi that part of the subject ^K^ithmit 
e^iuudering a lictk ch^ m^iner ia which this cas€ has 
been treated by the honorable and learned manager* 
^ho summed up the case. M^ lords, i kno«r the 
t8lQiitf9 and I know the expenence of that learned 
paiKXi« attd I cannot help, tninking. that he has ap^ 
plied all the ingenuity tl»at his most ftrttk mind h 
master cf, in order to give rour lordships a "^vrong 
impression of this case, and, give me leave eo^say^ 
tny lordly an impressian, a$ I conceive^ totally iri* 
Gonnstent with those general principles of admimstra* 
tive criminal justice, which I am sure wrli prevaH m 
thti high tribunal, as it does in every other inferior 
tribunal of the kingidom. 

My lordsy we have ushered before your lord«hips» 
by an explanatory speech of great ability, the nature 
of the evidence that we were to meet with, we, had 
^ wirjtess described to us by a speech of the honor* 
able manager, who stated to us how he was to prove 
bis: case; his witnesses were brought ; bis case was 
]urawd> according to his conception of it ; hid wit* 
Qcsses were cross-examined; the evidence was all be«> 
foce your lordships ; and, my h>rds, it seems to me a 
most remarkable feature in this case, that, in address^ 
ing your lordships^ for the piK|»QSe of observing upon 
that enddencct the teoor and plan of that address is 
tioi satisfy yoitf lordships,, that you ai e to^ draw ptt^ 
sumpcioiia contraiy to the evidence^ or, in' other 
yfxmd% that a^^reat criminal pro3ccutor> in the highest 
court of criminal justice in the country, instead of 
testing upon th,c f9xt% proved, and giving credit to 
the witnesses whom he, brought po prove them, ^is to 
endeftvouf tio evade the facts ^as they are proved, and ' 
M state pmrsumptioos, arising oiis of c^her* parts of 
^e tjansacttonaadof the evidence, distinct from the 
bet. 

My knds^ ishail have occastoi^ to expound this 
priiiciple as I go along, and to sasisfy your tcM^dships^ 
1 drust ckanly^ th^ it is not; according to the coufso 
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of proceedings and not consntant with ^eixiteil juiticcy 
that when your lordships have clear itod distinct 
evidence given to you upon oath, sanctioned by the 
party who brings the witness^ that he should destroy 
the effect of that witnesses testimony, by. having rcr 
course to presumptive evidence, 
. My lords, I wish to speak from authority 'm more 
ancient times, and to state. to your lordships what, in 
the great trial of the bishop of Rochester, was.prot 
jiounced by a most profound judge, my^Lord Cow^ 
per, in that trial, said, *^ The wisdom and goodness 
•^of our law appears. in nothing more remarkable . ^ 
•* than in the perspicuity, certainty, and clearness of 
.^'the evidence which it requires to fix a crime, in 
•* which the Ijfe, liberty, or property of a pian is 
" concerned ; herein we glory and pride ourselves, 
*' and are justly the envy of all our neighbours. Our 
** law, in such cases, requires evidence so clear that 
" every by-stander who hears it must be instantly 
** satisfied for its truth. It admits of no forced con-* 
•' striictions,. or of any thing but what is according 
-** to the principles of natural justice/* . 
. My lords, I am sure that sentiment will be treasured 
up. by your lordships in the whole consideration, of ^ 
this case, and that your lordships will not. permit any 
strained coptructions to break in upon the clear mean-^ 
ing and intendment of the evidence, by. whatever 
jiuthority such constructions may be laid down. 
. My lords, the object of this prosecution is to show^ 
that the noble lord has, against conscience, and 
against law, availed himself of the public money in 
his hands, or in the hands of his deputy, for the pur- ^ 
pose of gain. My lords, I believe 1 state the ques-* 
tion between the honorable managers and the noble 
defendant, distinctly and fairly, when I state this, 
• that he is not here to be tried for any petty delin- 
quency ; that he is not here to be. tried for any acci- 
dental mistake; that he is not here to' be caught by 
any incautious conduct at any particular ti^ne ; but 
that he is here upon his trial in a cause between all 
the Commons of England and the noble lord^- as be- 
ing a state criminal ; a statesman, having held a great 
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high ofBce> in which he has misdemeaQed hiraself^ Jby 
having systematically and corruptly obtained money for 
himself for private lucre and gain ; whether for the pur* 
pose of hoarding it avariciouly, or whether for tiic 
purpose of spending it ostentatiously ; or whether 
for the purpose of maintaining his state and dignity^ 
is a matter of no consideration. The question inf 
this case, as in all cases, is the motive of the heart* 
^ctio non est reus nisi mens sit rea^ — a person is not 
guilty, if his heart is not guilty ; and if I show the 
noble lord to have, throughout the whole series of \i\i 
IJfe, not only at the recent period . to which youf 
lordships have had evidence given to day, where he 
has rejected atone sti^)ke, 34,000/. of public jnbney, 
and it has all gone to the coffer of the state ; but if^ t 
can shpw that the noble person, from the earliest 
period 'of his life, when toiling in a laborious pro-* 
fession, and getting by degrees from that' profession to 
the height in politics to which he arose,* constantly 
and unifornily disregarding money, as ' has been 
f)roved, I may say, by the honourable manager, '(for I 
am sure he would have sworn to that fact if it had 
been necessary,) and that he was not only untainted 
by avarice, but marlced by liberality ; it will require, 
a great deal of proof that in holes and earners, by 
tracing bank notes from the dead bank note office, that 
in purchasing particular stock, and in over-drawing 
accounts where the parties never charged interest 
against each otherj and where it was an open account 
from the beginning of it to its close in 1800, it will 
require, 1 say, a great deal of proof to convict the 
noble lord of having corruptly, and systematically, 
itt6mpted to pilfer from the public, those miserable 
sums of money, less even accotding to their own 
calculation by one- third of what, upon ^their extra- 
vagant calculation he is supposed to* have Acquired ; 
and that calculation I undertake, before I sit down, to 
reduce to nothing; and show your lordships, item by 
item, that it is incorrect. I do not mean in the com- 
putation of figures, but I mean in the substraction, 
which is the ground of the figures, and without which 
^ the figures must be set at nought. 
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My Lords, t come now to that part of the case* 
which relates to Mr. Douglas's ^ytnastcrship ; which 
consisted of the first treasurership of the noble lord, 
and the first part of the last. treasurership, My lords, 
that part of the case, according to the manner in which 
it has been laid before your lordships, goes to three 
points : it goes to the question upon the first lOfiooL^ 
the question with respect to the bank notes, and with 
respect to money from Mure and Atkinsons to Payne% 
and from Paynes to the bank. I wi^ take it In that 
order ; only vyi^hing to state to your, lordships, that 
when I arn taking under consideration, the lo.oooA 
in the first instance, I mean likewise to consider tho 
io,coo/ ,. which is in proof before your lordships^ ot 
having bee^ taken somewhere about the year 179^1 
find wnich is part of that money which, stood as the 
^est account t do that, my lords, because txieargu^ 
ment is of a similar nature upon both; and, befause 
it would be coming back again to the argutnent, i 
shall be under the necessity of addressing to your lord^ 
ships now, if I were to defer it to the proper stage ia 
the cause in its chronology* . . 

. My Lords, with regard ta this io,ooo/;, the charg* 
is made in two ways. It is said, that taken by itself, 
this lo^oooA Ib^ a crime, because the noble lord, being 
a public accountant, did contumaciously declare in the 
bouse of commons,, that he would not tell what he had 
done with it. The next is^ that it is an inference that 
he W)k money to use it for himself. 

With regard to the first of these charges, I Kave 
already stated, what is in proof before your lordships, 
thart tnis 10,000/. is not in the noble lord's pockety 
he is not a defauher for that 10^000/. At the yerjc 
time he made the deelaration, which i^ supposed ia 
Itself to constitute a distinct crime, the noble lord 
bad paid that money to the public ; and it had been 
actually applied to navy services. . He was at that 
ticne no public accountant ; and with regard to the 
mode in which this money was employed in the interr? 
mediate time, between iu issue from the exchequer, 
and its application to navy services y that is a 
qucs^tion which ari^^s uflder the other brauch of the 
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charge, and relates to the inferthce of hw lordship 
having made profit of it. With regard to that in* 
ference, I shall take the liberty of making but zftw 
observations, because I do not wish To take off thfc 
*eeight of those which have been much better made, 
before I had the honour of addressing jrour lordships. 

Your lordships have heard of the chest account ; 
and that there were pUced to this account certain 
sums of nionejr, given to the noble lord, in pursuancis 
of what arc caued requisitions. The first io,ooc/» 
* was the basis of the chest accourtt, but does not 
tonsfitute one of the sums paid by Mr. Trotter under 
these requisitions ; for that sum was avowed, by the 
noble lord. In the House of Commons, to have beeii 
paid over to him before* the appointment of Mt. 
Trotter, but the second 10,600/. does ^constitute onb 
of the sums paid to the noble defendant by Mr. 
Trotter, in consequence of these requisitions.' Besides 
these two sums, there was a sum or 40^000/. advanced 
tQ Messrs. Boyd, Benfield, and Co. which likewise 
stood at the chest account. 

Now, your Lordships ate called to mtike ah In- 
ference contrary to the character and constant tenor 
of the noble lord's life ; that he mide profit of this 
t6,ooo/., instead of having applied it to some public 
purpose. Your lordships will recollect that, in order 
to aid the evidence in this respect, recourse has 
been had to the noble lord's decorations before 
the commissioners of naval inquiiy j and it^ has been 
stated, that the noble lord very boldly avowed, in the 
* face of the House of Commons, in a m«mri|er which 
the honourable manager much disapproved, that he had 
taken the money j but, that when before the commii^^ 
sioners of naval inquiry, the noble lord had sheltered 
himself under the act of parhament. Now,. I wish 
your lordships to examine the particulars of that t?vi* 
dence j and, in this stage of the cause, to correct u 
representation which has been given by the honour* 
able and learned manager, respecting the character 
and conduct of the nofbie lord on those two different 
occasions. ''' 

Whtn the n jble lord was before the cofii missioned 
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,of nava-l inquiry, there wcrejthjjee sums, viz. the sum 

of 4o,cool., the sum of 10,000/, and the sum of 

a 0,000/. ; the uses o£ which, the noble lord \vas of 

.opinion, it would be injurious to the public service tp 

"disclose. The noble lord hud at that Ume. recently 

learned that Mn Trotter had kept the public money 

at Mr. Coutts's, in a mixed account, in which were his 

]own private monies,, the private raqnies of the noble 

Jord, and the public monies of the country j and that 

it was. impossible for Mr. Tr9tter to' explain whic& 

*sums belonged to the public, and which to, the nphle* 

lord. Under these circumstances, the noble defendant 

was placed in a difficulty which rendered it extremely 

^impossible for him to come forward with any dc- 

'claration upon the subject. When ask^d whether he 

'had given any authority to Mr. Trotter, to apply the 

public money, the noble lord gave a distinct answer 

'to that question; but when asked whether .he had 

participated, he declined answering, did he do so? 

' — And why? The clause in the act warrantee! him^ 

and why should he not take advantage of the clause 

of the, act of parliament, when, under the partiqular 

circumstances, without an implication of guilt, he 

stood informed, for the first time, that, after a practice 

of ten years, he had been served up out of that apcounj:, 

^mixed apd made up as I have stated. There is no 

per son. who 'has any regard for his character, with t,he 

knowledge 'of such a fact communicated to him after 

the timje, who could have dealt otherwise with the 

[naval commissioners than the noble lord did. It wa^s 

impossible, without euteriug into a computation, or 

•into distinctions too minute for any human mind to 

Renter into, that the noble lord could answer the ques- 

.tion. / 

Then, my lords, first of all, the delinquency of Mr. 
[Txotter, and, h.ext, the public service, are grounds 
,upbn which the noble lord considers that he ought not 
*'to 'reply to the cornmissioriers ,of naval inquiry. I 
.trust I shair satisfy your lordships, throughout the 
.whole of my address to you, that.fhe noble lord upon 
'this ocicasion exercised a sound, honourable^ and dig- 
.nified discretion^ and that it would have been not 



sound, honourable, nor dignified for the noble lord, 
whatever the conscious innocence of his own mind 
might have been, with, regard to the reception of 
those profits, to have rasfcrly -ventured upbn ' an -oath, 
^ben a clause was inserted in the act, for the purposfe 
of affording that species of protection which the noblb 
lord has honourably and conscientiously taken advan- 
tage ofi i' . ' . : • . 

Such is the character of the noblci lord's evidence^; 
such the character of his concealment ; his con- 
science,' and his regard x>f public duty; led him tb 
conceal, and that concealment led to *his misfortune. 
It would not have led to hrscmisfortnne, if the ideas of 
the personal responsibility, civiily and cfinrinally, had 
not led to concealment oa. the part of Mr. Trotter, 
'who was 'the agent of the ncK&leiord upon alh the^ 
occasions. If Mr.. Trotter h«d beert unfettered with 
respect 'to crime, and relieved from : all' aprprebensrsli 
with tespect to civil process^, af an «arly peiiixhof tHls 
question, the Commons of Great Britain in pArliah^eflt 
assembl^j would have aeen this- case in')a diflferiAt 
§ight from* what, theyl ;have done ;. but it has bten 
Teserv>ed for your lordships, aftei* this ctuef inter- 
tnediatte suffering of the noble defendant, to»have,tlfe 
whole of that secret disclokd, whichi af the time'dE 
sia speaking of, was locked up in Mr. Trotter's breasf ; 
and with this disclosure yonhavc^ the motives «f:. the 
noble .lord, the purity of his intentions, the incbr- 
ru{itness of bis mind, and his disregard of money, 
-displayed 'in a manner, as clear, as strong, as powerful, 
JUid as honourable, as ever dignified the character of 
the first Roman, Grecian,. or Englishman, whose name 
is handed down to posterity i for our admiration and 
•cxranfiplc; •■ - / - 

My Lords, the application of this sum of 40,000/. 
was disclosed in the year 1805. ' It requires no great 
stretch of imagination, that its disclosure might have 
been called for in the yean 1796 or 1797^ I will sup- 
pose chat that disclosure had then been called for ; I 
ask your lordships what must at that time have been 
-the answer of that great and eminent statesman, 
"Whose eulogium has been pronounceji by the honour- 



iAAt rtaiM^;er who' opened thit diargiey tf be Had been 
called upon to explain the manner in whicsfa this 
409000/. had been appKed ? Mtiac not that hononrabbe 
, and exalted statesman have demurred ? Must not he 
have said to the House of Commons^ ^ You have con- 
fided in me for more than twelve long years; you 
have been accustonaed to believe I have administered 
the affairs of the country with integrity and abijity ; 
you havte been led to think I may be intrusted with 
secret service money to an immense amount. I have 
taken from the coffer of the a^ate that which I have 
again restored to its propar place ; I dm not a corrupt 
man ; I have made no miproper use of it ; and in tht 
mean time it has done an extraordinary public ser^ 
.vice. The fufaiess of time mav come, or the fulness of 
tiane mi^ mn come, when I snail have it in.mjr^iQ^er 
i» disckae it If it does come I will make a clean 
iosDm to you ; if it does not come I must still adc for 
.nat ODofideni^e whtch you have always reposed in 
me/" Would not that have been satisikctqry to the 
House of Commons ? Would that answer h^ve ground^ 
.ai an trapeacbment ? Would that mode of treating a 
apdo^ct of 40»ooo/i ia 1796 have mode the country 
mcy, that Mr. Pitt was to be put^ upon hie trial for 
eaouption i My Lords^ how was it in the year 17^ ? 
lube declaration of the fact, with regard to the z^jAi^ 
ditioiR of chat 40,000/., would have been the rutn o£ 
the country, and the destruction of individuals. The 
coffers of ihe countrv would have been exposed im 
their barrenness, in tne midst of a disatfrous and dif- 
ficult war, and the ind^iduals, to whom it was ad« 
vaaced would have been thrown immediately into 'the 
Jaws of bankruptcy. The time came wheat the cir?- 
cumstances of the country altered, and when thi^ 
\ individuals failed ; and Mr. Pitt was ^^f opinioo it 
might then be disclosed with afety to the country, 
and could no longer be injurious to the indi>ridt2jaliiu 
My Lords, it is dtBclosed;iiit was an applkation of 
that sort which might be disclosed at that time ; Irat 
. the application might hzve hecn of a diflferent nature j 
, it might faaive been such an application as the state re«> 
ijuired in 17^2-; they might have been midm^ ap» 



plications, to* hav« obtained .sccretSj the knowledge 
of which was to lay the foundation of the safety of the 
countryj ^nd the want of which might have created 
its ruin. 

My Lords, in that case it could not have been dis- 
closed,; but I stare to your lordships a case of an 
application of public money, where, if the questiofi 
bad beeq a^ked in 1796, there must have been, from 
the general conduct of the minister, a presumption of 
innocence. I ask, then, what is the difference of the 
case ? Mutaio nomine de tefabula narratur. Who wa$ 
Mr; Pitt? The minister of the time; the friend of 

L * 

ord Melville^ privately and politically attached to 

each other ; following the same system ;, thinking, as 
it were» yvith the same mind; pursuing the same 
objects : possessing the same cqnfidence of the couo^ 
try. My Lord Melville has applied lOfiooL at One 
time, apd 10,000/. at another, for secret, servicp, 
havjflg restored the money (not like the secret ser* 
yicc money of the secretary of state, which is lost 'dnd 
gone for ever, and where the law makes his^path a 
vpuchei? for the payment) ; but having restored the 
money, and therefore requiring no voucher, and tt^e' 
public not wanting the money in the mean time ; 
the loss nothing, and the inconvenience nothing ; the 
restitution actually made, and the oath of secret sor- 
vice money not required, because the money is riot: 
^unk aqckgone; and the sum in question within the 
assigned balances : and, nay Lords, you are not only* 
to refuse your confidence to my Lord Melville, and 
Co presutne an intiocenc application, but^ou are to 
call for a guilty inference agamst him when m fact it is 
utterly irppossible to distinguish the two men, except 
by their names, for their polidcel acts and pursuits 
were all (be same. 

My Lords, in a criminal case we are not bound tor 
prove the application ; but are they at liberty to infer 
the application?— are they not bound to trace the mo- 
ney in soqie way ? — a,re tney not bound to shew that 
proBt has been made of it ? — er, arc your lordships tp 
iafcr gut|tj contrary to every presumption of nature 
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pnd circumstances, in a case where there is no evidence 
ivharcver of such guilt ? 

Bat it may be said, that Kere have been twt) notes 
traced, and thes? two. notes have ahown, that the uoble 
lord had an early dealing with the money belonging 
to the treasurer of the navy j and, .that proves that he 
yras prone to lisc money in that way. 

Now, your lordships are called upon to say, that 
l^ecause these bank notes are found, one at the dis- 
tance of seven days, and the other at the distance of 
fifce.en days, from the time when the defendant must 
have received the money of the navy, and not his own 
jnoney. Now, does it follow, that because the noble 
lord received a bank note, which had been received at 
the exchequer by the paymaster of the navy, that that 
is navy money. Oh ! my lords, we are in a woeful 
situation in this case, in many respects. I have stated 
already* tliat the presumptions contended for in one 
part of the case, are directly contrary to the positive 
proof, given by the prosecutor. And here we have 
{locumentary evidence, without a single witness to 
jhem gesta. And then we are told by the honour- 
able mariager,, who summed up this case, that we 
§hould have an opportunity of giving evidence, wheq 
he mi.st havp known from the nature of the case, that 
|i is impossible^ for Mr." Douglas was in the grave; 
"yit iTrotter vVas their witness 5 and all the other per- 
SonV Qonhected wkli Lord Melville, and their books 
^hd papers^ constituted the foundation of their tes- 
timony. , .* . 

My Lords, the safety of niah is at' an end if such 
power of inferring guilt is to be the law of this coun- 
try. The law of this country Is the protector of per- 
sons accused^ and never thinks of considering the mas 
fuiltv, till they arc actually proved t*o be so. I): would 
. ecQmp the bane of societyV and* the most , miserable 
tyrahry.if that pould lDe;"the\lavv. Wheri* I add to 
what \ have stated, that at the time Tarn now speak- 
ing of^ the noble ford enjoyed t'he situation of Lord 
A'dyocate of Scotland with a considerable salary, 
leaving considerable practice 'at the' bar of Scotland j 
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that he was at that time Keeper of the Signet ; and 
Treasurer of the navy; and that he had property in 
Scotland, from which your lordships have seen remit- 
tances in the course of this cause ; that he had funds 
at that time to the amount of 9,000/. or 10,000/. a-ycar; 
shall it be said it is an inference of guilt that in one 
case 600/. came from a bank note which went from 
the exchequef fifteen days before, and in the other case 
1,000/. which came from the exchequer seven days be- 
fore, at the distance of twenty four years from the 
transaction, Jivhen every witness that could have thrown 
light upon it is dead. 

My Lords, I come now to the case of Mr. Atkinson, 
and with that t shall conclude this first branch of the 
cause : your lordships have certainly a proof of money 
having been at Mr. Atkinson Vj the bank notes having 
been traced to Smith and Paynes, and afterwards to 
the bank. /I ask^ does that amount to any thing more 
than that rnoney was deposited in Mr. Atkinson's 
hand, and paid frpm him through the medium of Payne 
and Smith back' again to the bank. Your lordships 
ivill recollect that this was at a period of time before 
the act passed ; and there ^as no regulation at that 
time with' regard to the place of deposit. That thp 
only branch, now under consideration, with a discus- 
sion, with which I do not, trouble your lordships after 
what my friend has said, relates to the warrant. Where 
is there any evidence of any money having been made 
interest pf ? tt appears from 'the evidence, that Mure 
and Atkinson were ;at that time persons in the highest 
credit 5 and the noble lord had a perfect right at that 
time to meke his deposit where he pleased. I say he 
has that right pow, after the same are assigned ; he ha^ 
that right now, according to the course of office ; but 
at that time there was no impediment to his depositing 
the whole of the navy money at the banlc. 

My Lords, I come now, as I stated to your lord-^ 
ships, to the second branch of the case, namely, Mr, 
I'rotter-s appointment; and that part of the case 
whicfe relates to the administration of the paymaster- 
ship under Mr, trotter.' And .this is a part of the 
case which I approach certainly with a considerable 
degree of anxiety -, not an anxiety founded upon thp 
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difficulty which I feci in dealing with it upon tho part 
of the noble defendant, but the difficulty which I feel 
of dealing with it upon the part of thg, witoes^. 

My Lords, I am quite sure th^t the general cha- 
racter of that person is precisely what the honourable 
manager gave him in the opening speech. 1 have 
known him long and intimately; I lament his devia^ 
lion Ml this particular instance from the general course 
of his life ; and tliat he should have done aoy thing 
which 1 know must be so contrary to tht natural rec<* 
titude of his feelings, as to have brought his patront 
his protector, and benefactor, into the situation iq ^ 
which be now stands. My Lords, I mean no per* 
tona) offence; and I hope I shall not pronounce 4 
word that will give any personal uneasiness to any in- 
dividual who hears me ; but, ray Lordsi^ to ^o justice 
to the case, I must deal with the evidence fairly as | 
find it. Soon after Mr. Trotter was appointed to the 

Sjymastcrship of the navy, the office was triansferred 
om Broad-street to Somerset-place : the office before 
had been carried on in the heart of the city, close ad- 
jacent to the bank ; afterwards it was to be transferrec[ 
to this end of the town> at a great distance from tb^ 
bank, and where all the business of the payments w^ i 
to be carried on» It h a most important part in the 
consideration of this case, that your lord.ships shall see, 
with perfect distinctness, that the permission which 
was given to Lord Melville to permit the business tp 
be carried on at Coutts*s, was confined to the assigned 
balances -, and that it^ was confined to the nioney upon 
those assigned balances resting at Mr* Ck>utts s. It 
was not a permission that Mr. Trotter shouid take the 
nioney any where ; that he should take any amount of 
money any where, whether assigned or not j it was 
not a permission that he should deal with it in its in- 
Itrmediate time, in any speculations^ in discounting 
private bills, in buying navy or victualling bills, in biiyr 
mg exchequer bills, or in the purchase of stock; i| 
was Lord Melville's intention, and 1 shall make it de> 
monstrable from the evidence, which I s»hall b^ under 
the necessity of calling your lordships*' attentipn to- a 
little minutely, that it was Lord Melville's clear in- 
tention , and which^ as he thought, down tQ the pe- 
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riod of tlie di6closiu«, both after the institution of the 
board of nav>l inquiry, and even up co the period h(i 
}iad his 6rst letter, had been faithfully executed. 

A great dieal ha« been said, and insinuaced, respect^ 
}fig the truAt reppyed in Mr. Trotter. I ask in whom 
iMa was to {^Kie trusty if Lord Melville wa$ not ta^ 
place trust in Mr. Trotter ? As I have already stated 
to your lordships the whole form of human action, 
Ihe wholes coiiiibrt of human affairs, all the machinery 
ip this world, moves a^d depends upon trust and coniin 
dence i here then is Mr. Trotter, recommended by 
Mn Pitt, well connected in the country, a respectable 
pierson, connected with rich individuals in the banking 
line, connected with a brother who was very prospo* 
rous in trade, and who has an^assed a great fortune'} 
long acquainted with the service; and who had him^ 
fdf, frofn his particular sjcuation in it, proposed soifie 
excellent plans of reform ^ and it was chiefly upoq; 
diatpUin of t^form that the OTivatc recommendations 
of Mr. Trotter had their eftect with Lord Melville^ 
JUtftl Melvili^ consider^ him. then as a person stAKly** 
lag bow the biftsiness could be best executed ; he bad" 
no ftSQW to consider him, ^t that time, in any othei^ 
light. 

My Ix>rds, Mr. Trotter addressed Lord M^tvill^ 
with II view to an ofijcial reform ^ confining it to an 
official reform, as the whole evidence, from beginning 
CO ^ndj confines it to an official reform j 1 will ask the hon^ 
manager who opened, and the learned manager who 
summed up. this case, how they sire to set aside th4 
lestitnony oiF that witness? by what insinuiation, by 
Whtt inferences and proppsitions, can tbey contend 
that a witness whom they have brought into the box, 
whom tbcy characterize a$ an honest man, who ha$ 
poured out his heart to this House, at the risk of^isi 
divil responsibility, (for tbojugh from criminal respon*^ 
sibility h^ ia protected by an act» it is ^ever to be for^ 
gotten that he is responsible for every shilling he has 
Kwde), i ask» how are they cp contend that this 
witness is not to be credited in every part of the te$ti«« 

mony 1^ has f iv«n. 
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The learned counsel then read some- passages frotri 
Ac evidence to show, that the permission to Mr. Trot J 
ter was chiefly confined to official convenience ; and 
that it was not with a view to make any money by it. 

The witness was also asked, said Mr. Adams, " Bii* 
•* was there then, or at any subsequent time, any ^e*^ 
• mission given by Lord Melvijte to draw monies 
^ from the bank for any other purpose?*' — ** Never.** 
no permission was ever given by Lor4"'Melvillti to 
draw money from the bank for any other ptirpose.^ 
And then he represented the nature of the convenience 
which he conceived would arise.' ..* ' ^ 

There is an examination of Lord Melville likewisie 
in evidence before your lordships whith was taken be* 
fore the Commissioners of Naval Inquiry; I must refer 
your lordships to that testimony; because you will sefe 
there what the nature of Lord MelviITe'si cohc^pttori of 
it was; and that he had at that time ino other cdiV- 
ception but that it was a nicasure 'of mere officfa! ctfnf* 
vcnience. • •' 

And now comes the question with regard to Mi\ 
Trotter having received a profit to a very consider- 
able extent, and having had very large-balances in 
his hand, and having increased those balances in pror ^ 

portion as the nature of the service, and the supplies 
required for a war, enabled him to increase them. Of 
these facts there can be no doubt: but my Lord Mel* 
ville, upon an antecedent conduct, founded in a repre- 
sentation, such as I have stated, is not to be tried by 
what Mr. Trotter has himself denominated his subse* 
quent delinquency. You are not to take the 'fact that 
it was permitted because it was done ; jlnd you will 
not be surprized, that Lord Melville, constantly and 
entirely occupied as he was in the great public aflPait$ 
of the state, finding the business of the office going on 
regularly, the machine never standing still for a mo* 
inent, no complaint made, and the payrtifents all Re- 
gular, should place perfect confidence* irt' Mr. Trotter, 
fend forbear to inquire minutely into the detail of the 
business he was Conducting. He knew him too to bd 
connected with people of wealth and consideration ^ 
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and therefore, might reasonably suppose he had other 
means of obtaining ni9ncy than by flying to the public 
coffer of the country.* .. 

After jLor4 Melville quitted the office, in the year 
J 800, and Lord Harrpwby was apijointed in, 1802, 
1V^. Bathurst was appointed 9 neither of these persons^ 
both of whom continued Mr. Trotter in his office, ever 
suspected be )vas guiljcy of these malversations ; and 
yet he cont^iued. the s^ame practice upder them as he 
had done un4e/.i^ord Melville. . 

The ie^riieci , cjounsel then read some passages 
fr9na the .evidence of Mr. \yhit;bread, to shov;r that 
Lord Mclyillc did not . at^thoriie to draw the money 
from the bank for his private ^emolument ; though he 
ad nutted, ^hat he supposed that when drawn for of- 
ficial purpQse^i Mr. Trotter might have derived some 
emolument from its remaining at Mr. Coutts's, ac- 
cording to the cujstom of Scotch Banks* 

My Lords, if we talk of official neglect, there is a di- 
rect positive proof there was none ; the machine went 
without the. smallest interruption to the. last. With 
regard to the. superior matters^ you have it in evi- 
dence from Mr. Trotter, that,^ upon every occasion, 
he found Lord Melville's ear open to public matters, 
though extremely inattentive to his private concerns. 

My Lord?, not o/ily so, but in what respects the 
regulation of the navy, which intimately concerns the 
happiness of tnankind, )\*hich is the result of hu- 
Vnanity, of |Consideration, and of attention to those 
who are in the lower situations of life, you find the 
noble lorji ajcttvc in the discharge of hi^ duty; and t 
will venture to say, with the exception of one statute, 
put upon th(:i. statute boplf: Ijy Mr. George Grenvi lie, 
there does no^ occur, from th^ existence of this office 
'to the present tinie^ qny treasurer of the navy who has 
rewarded thc^strvicef of tjbose brave men, owing to whose 
battles I am-powei^abiieii'to address your lordships in 
the ciiuse .qf innocence j J state, tl^^t. there is not one 
person during the whole history of this important 
office; who has.pvft upon the Sjtatute book la.ws more 
fraught, wijt^ wisdom, or nxbre r^ongenial to humanity, 
My Lords, is this a person to be supp9sed guilty of a 



diitv mbney-Hiaking cf ime, Which disgftees every man, 
let nia character be ever so high ? 

My Lords,- 1 now proceed to examine the diifcre nf 
items, which have been the ^ttibject of coMtderation 
by the speech atkl evidetice of the honourable ma« 
nagers, and by the observation of my learned friends 
1 stated to your lordships^ that I should hi the dis* 
eussion of the first iO,oco/, discuss the secood» but 
l believe in my address to your lordships, I omkted to 
state to your lordships, that there h no evidence What'^ 
ever that this second io,ooo/. waa drawh from the 
bank, that on the contrary it was taken firom a$* . 
signed monies at Mr. Coutts's ; and tW it has been 
Actually applied to naval purposes. 

My Lords, the circumstances of the loan of 4,dcoA 
6n bond, were not stated as a subject of criminat 
charge, but rather to prove a corrupt intention. A 
great deal was said by the honotirabie manager of the 
meanness of Lord Melville*s taking this money wkh- 
out interest. It is a singular circumstance, that th6 
honourable manager, who opened these charges^ 
should relieve Lord Melville from the impucntion of 
avaricei and should state that he viranted money, not 
for aggrandizement, but only for the purpose of ob- 
taining power, and that the learned gentleman, who 
Summed up, should endeavour to feiscen upon hitn 
meanness. Those two arguments are perfectly incon- 
sistent. A man, who means to aggrandize himself, 
fti^rely to get power, does not mean to deprive a 
person near him of profit. 

Mr. Trotter came into office upon Mjr. Douglas'is . 
death; Lord Melville signed a receipt to Mr, 
Douglas's executors, for two sums, amounting to' 
4,500/. , or thereabouts, stated to be exchequer fees 
of the Old treasurership, and it is in evidence that the 
eotistant usage of the offict> with regard to exchequer 
fees, is that they stand upon a footmg difierent from 
the other money J that they have always been const- 
^red as the paymasters money, and that the paymas* 
ter has held them for the purpose ot making a profit ; 
that is avov^ed, declared^ and understood to be the ^tate 
of th« office. ITicn Mr* Trotter hai this sum of 4,500^ 
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put into his poosscsslon by Lord Melville, I df> not 
know that there was any necessity for Lord Melville'i 
putting it into Mr. Trotter's possession; he miglit 
have directed afty other clerk in the office to pay tht 
exchequer fees, and then Lord Melville would havi 
stood in the situation of the paymaster ; but it nevet 
entercd his mind to make a profit of this instead o'f hifc 
paymaster^ I wish to read the words of the evidence 
on this subject, " Why did you advance a sum of 
money to Lord Melville without interest?'* ** I did not 
feel myself entitled to charge his lordship interest fijfr 
money which had been put into my hands, under the 
situation w'hich I have described/' " Did you de»- 
scribe to Lord Melville the reason why you did not 
charge irtterest ?'* ^* I did not, nor did I press it opoa 
his lordship's attention so much as to know, whether 
he ever knew that it did bear interest or not/* Your 
lordships will observe then, that, according^ to the 
testimony of Mr. Trotter, Lord Melville is totally ig- 
norant ot this 4,000/ bting without interert. and wifh 
regard to Lord Melville applying to Mr. Trotter, ait 
that time repre^hted to be in poor circurt:€tances, and 
asking him to obtain 4,000/. for him, it seems an ex- 
tr^ordinary observation, when> on other parts, the 
honourable managers say, Mr. Trotter, as Lord Met 
vilte's man of business, did his business for nothing;. 
If a person wishes to borrow a sum ot money, to whom 
dees he ai^y> but to his mjm of business, and ui>d€t" 
these circumstances, was it unnatural that Lord Mel- 
ville should employ Mr. l>ottcr to ^tt a sum of rticney 
for him ? And Mr^ Trotter says, that the siruation in 
which he stood, made it a matter of Conscience in hriH 
to forego that gain he might tether wise have madeij 
\\A, with regjard to Lord Melville, he nevter brought 
it to his mind, or observed th^t he had the money w'ith- 
out interest; and therefore, surely it is against isfl 
rule, and t^tt'j mode of construnrg evidence, to-pne*- 
sume that Lord Melville hau a i\ii\ knowledge that 
this qjoney was without interest. It vvas a temporary 
loan: the bond shows it was a private )oan, and the 
bond is iiot here to be produced 5 and so temporary a 
loan was it, that your lomiships observe it rs very sooh 



tifter written off; it no longer appears, and the bond 
is delivered up and carried into the account current. 
I humbly submit to your lordships therefore, that, up 
to this period, there is nothing that can fasten anything 
like a corrupt use of publip money -, nothing that can 
fasten anything like a corrupt connivance at the use of 
public money, nothing that can fasten a corrupt in- 
tention upon the part of Lord Melville afterwards to 
profit by public money. 

My Lords, this brings us to the transactions in the 
year 1787 and 1788, which are the remittances to 
Scotland, which stand upon this ground; that those 
remittances were msde by Mr. Trotter to Scotland, 
and that Mr. Trotter declares in his evidence, that they 
were very soon afterwards repaid, the words of Mr. 
Trotter's evidence are these ; your lordships will find 
them in page 133. " Have you ^ny reason to doubt 
but that the payments made. upon that subject, were 
repaid out of the private funds of Lprd Melville ?" 
** I have no reason to doubt it, as there were frequent 
payments subsequent to that, and they went in reduc- 
tion of the general account, in which those sums were 
included.'* 

Thus, my Lords, I trust, I have disposed of Gvery 
part of these transactions up to the year .1789 ; and 
now my lords, we come to that feature of the cause, 
which was rested upon so mainly and particularly by 
the honourable and learned manager, who.summed up 
this case. I have been saved a great deal of trouble 
in what I shall address to your lordships upon this 
part of the case. I shall certainly not repeat, if I can 
avoid it, any one word that was said 'by my learned 
friend, because I might disappoint its effect. 

My Lords, of all the parts of this case this stands 
the clearest from imputation ; and I am entitled here 
to take my stand, to say this is the fulcrum for which 
Archimedes wished, from which you cannot remove 
me, and by which I can turn, (I mean no oflfence to 
your lordships,) by which I can turn this jiidicatiire at 
my pleasure, that is to say, by which I can insure an 
acquittal; — because, my Lords, I am perfectly certain 
that your lordships^ will find, when tjhi^ comes* to be^ 
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^ examined, that the fact and the truth, declared by the 
witness, that the noble lord was entirely ignorant of It^ 
until after the publication of the report of the com- 
missioners of naval inquiry, is a fact that must standi 

-and that all the presumptions must vanish ; and con- 
sequently, that the first time Mr. Trotter brings the 
noble defendant, by conversation, in contact with 

Eublic money administeiang benefit, he meets with 
is displeasufp i my Lords, a displeasure, says the ho- 
nourable and learned manager, which must have been 
merely pretended — how came he not to chace him 
from his service ? It is a most extraordinary thing, 
that the honourable manager should say, that a con- 
clusion of that kind is to be drawn from a proposition 
. which was resisted, and put an end to; which was 
founded upon a representation, that led the noble lord 
to believe, that every part of his official regulation had 
been from the tinie of its institution regularly at- 
tended to ; for your lordships recollect the represen- 
tation of Mr. Trotter, in an answer in his examination 
in chief, is this, that he represented that there were 
balances in his hands, that it must be long before 
those balances would be wanted, and that they could 
be used for the particular purpose of buying this stock. 
Now upon Mr. Trotter's representing, that there were 
balances in his hands called for, was the noble lord to 
suppose (and here it aids another part of the case,) 
that Mr. Trotter had withdrawn his balances /r^;»Afr. 
Couus's; that he had laid them out in navy bills ; that 
he had sent twenty-five thousand pounds to Scotland? 
Could any other thing suggest to Lord Melville's 
mind, but that his official regulations were kept ? And 
because Mr. Trotter had the indelicacy, or the im- 
progriety, to make this proposal, was that a reason for 
removing an otherwise apparently faithful officer, in 
V^hose administratigh it appears the regularity of the 
payments continued unvaried i and who had, for a 
period of four, years, at that time, discharged every 
duty of his office without any one wheel of the ma- 
chine, as I former>y expressed it, standing still for one 
4noment ? To call upon a person to discharge a ser- 
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vant, otherwise valuable, for such a thing as that, isj I 
. say, an imwarrantable thing ; but to infer from thence, 
that Lord Melville was guilty of a crime, is a stretch 
which, I think, could hardly be made in a case of any 
soft in the most petty civil jurisdiction in this country. 
JVfy Lords, it is not to be forgotteft, that Mr, Lind is 
made the apparent holder of this India stock ; that it 
was transferred to Mr. Lind'is name. There is no 
doubt but the transaction, as Mr. Tnotter states it, was 
. in consequence of a conversation at Wimbledbn, re- 
specting the state of the India funds ; which that was 
. at that time a very favorite subject of the noble Lord's 
. conversation in private, and a favourite subject of his 
speeches in parliament; that he stated, as you hdve 
heard in parliament repeatedly, that India, would ^o 
rise in prosperity^ that she would soon retrieve England, 
^ instead of England being obliged to assist India. The 
. conversation proceeded, and Mr. Trotter at length 
proposed that he should borrow the money. It is said, 
is It possible, that upon personal security merely, any 
body could suppose, that this money could be got ? I do 
confess it did astonish me very much, when I heard 
that argument from the learned and honourable ma* 
nager; because in the first place, it is leaving out a 
, considerable portion of ihe facts of the case ; and in 
the next place, it is totally forgetting the history of the 
times. 

Your lordships will observe what the nature of this 
transaction is, that it is a purchase of 13,560/. or 
14,500/. Indi^ stock ; the purchase is made at different 
times, of 6,000/. 6,000/. then the remainder. 

Some time afterwards, 3,000/. of the purchase fno* 
ney is paid, and i,t)oo/. stock is transferred from Mr. 
- Lind to Lord Melville. Now I beg your lordships 
will attend to that fact, because it does clearly demon- 
strate, that Lord Melville had every reason to bdieve 
the money was advanced by Lind, and the stock was 
in bis ham^ as a security for the repayment of that ad- 
vance. 

^ Yoiir lordships wifl recollect that 3,000/. is piid oj^^ 
the stock is a rising stock, and therefore there is 



227 

enough to make good a fall if there should be any. 
Besides whltfi. Lord Melville^s personal security was 
bound, though he did not give a written acknowledg- 
inent, as much as his soft's personal security was in the 
transaction with Mr. Sprot. Above all, my Lords, 
this transaction was in 1789, when the noble Lord 
was in the plenitude of power, when there were many 
persons who would have been infinitely ready to have 
served him with that sum, or more. It was, besides, 
a time of profound peace, when the interest of money 
was four, and foor and a half per ceji)t. ; and when 
there was no person, except so negligent a one as the 
noble defendant, who would have thought of entering 
into a transaction at five per cent, for any permanent 
time. All who know the history of the times, and 
have attended to the subject, know this. 

But, my Lords, is this a stock-jobbing transaction, 
a speculation in the funds ? My Lords, this is not a 
purchase for the purpose of selling- again ; it is not a 
purchase for the purpose of making advantage t)f the 
turn of the market. Lord Melville was not availing 

* himself of any information he received from his situ- 
ation, to take advantage of a sudden, and, by other 
persons unexpected, rise of the market. ; The stock 
was bought in 1789,11 was not sold till 1803. Ulti- 
mate and distant advantage was looked to. It was a 
transaction, which, if Lord Melville thought eligible, 
(as he might have thought it eligible to purchase a 
particular estate,) which was likely to increase consi- 
derably in its value, in consequence of the natural im- 
provement of the country, arising from natural causes 

. and superintending care, he had a perfect right to 
have' done so ; and had as good a right as any man in 
the kingdom to lay out his own money, or borrowed 
money, in the funds of the East India company ; and 
was no more to be excluded from the funds of the East 
India company, than he was to be JFrom the general 
funds of the kingdom-^nay, more 5 if it suited Lord 
Melville*s convenience to invest a sum of money per- 
manently in India stock, he did a right act towards 
the public, to shew thereby his opioion Qf the aSairs of 

(La . • ! 
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India, upon which so great a part of the prosperity of 
this country depended^ I say, therefore, in its founda- 
tion, it is an honest transaction ; in its character it is 
, a rational transacition, and Lord Melville has nothing 
to do with^hat passed behind the scene ; Lord Mel- 
ville knew nothing of the real transaction till after the 
Commissioners report in 1805, sixteen years after the 
period of the purchase. 

My Lords, I have stated that this transaction begun 
in time of peace, when money was at low interest. 
Mr. Trotter took this money from the public coffers, 
and without the knowledge of Lord Melville, applied 
it to the purchase of stock for his lordship^ He made 
. Lord Mdville believe it was Mr. Lind's money. He 
obtained Mr. Lind's transfer of i,coo/. of that stock 
to Lord Melville. He made Lord Melville regularly 
pay interest for it. Therefore, Mr. Trottor^ in times 
of peace, ^hen he could not lend 23,000/. taken froni 
the public chest at the rate of five per cent, did make 
5 per cent. -of it, through the medium of Lord Melville, 
if we are to have recourse to inferences, to deal i* 
presumptions, is it rational to presume that Lord 
Melville knew this ; or more rational to presume that 

' ' Mr. Trotter concealed it from him for a double pur- 
purpose ; first, for the purpose of shewing that he wajs 
anxiously desirous of serving his patron and protector, 
by obtaining for him the loan, and next for the pur- 
pose of acquiring to himself a better interest for public 
Inoney than he at that period of time could make any 
tvherc else. There is the fair presumption ; and I 
will here venture to dismiss this part of the case, in 
full satisfaction, that when your lordships come to 
weigh 'this, and accompany it with the observations 
made by my learned friend near me, you must see 
this matter in its true light^ and be convinced that 
Lord Melville is irreproachable in the transaction. 

There is an observation, however, of the honourable 
and learned nnfAifia^er which I must not pass over. He 
says, Mr. Trotter liad done Lord Melville so infinite a 

- "favor 4nHk accommodation to.him, that Lord Melville 
encouraged him to ^make use of the public riioney to 
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any extent ; and ^cordingly a state of the balances; 
is produced, to shew how much Mr. Trotter had out 
of the bank.— In 1788,^,61,600/. — May jisjt, 1790, 
64,-800/.— 31st March, i792> 102,388/. 9s. 8rf.-:*3ist' 
October, 1793, 115,000/. — 30th of April, I794> 
161,425^ 17*. 9k. — 28th Feb. 1795, 209,875 ijs.g4. 
-^In 1795, again (30th April) 310,325/. 17s. Td. '. 

Now, my Lords, I must again advert to the history. 
of the times-— it is impossible to try a great state cause- 
without doing so. Your lordships carxnot fail to r^ 
^ collect, that wh^n the small balances were out, times 
of profound peace existed. In 1788, when there was 
a rupture with Spain, and the consequence was an in- 
creased navy, money issued to the treasurer more 
abundantly, and the balances in Mr. Trotter's hands 
immediately started, and yet those balances are before 
the transacticms of 1 789. It continues profound peace" 
rill 1792^ During these three years Mr. Trotter take$ 
noadvantage.of the additional licence and encourage^' 
itient he had obtained with Lord Melville. But when 
the war breaks out in 1793, Mn Trotter again in- 
creases his own, balances tdt his own private emoi» 
I - Jiiment. 

I submit, therefore,: that the consequence, and, 
what is of more importance, the fact itself cannot **by 
possibility be laid to Lord Melville's charge, in the 
manner in which the honourable manager stated it. • 

IVow, my lords, with respect to the loyalty loan, 
I wish to state to your lordships this — the very name 
. of the fund sufl5ciently designates it^iiatqre, It was a 
^ flf contribution found to be patronized by all persons in 
0.7 power; ^ contribution for the purpose of elevating 
•the spirits and the stocks of the country. Can any 
thing be more indicative of this characteristic of that 
fund, than 'Mr. Pitt jstanding at the head of tl)e sub- 
scribers for «o,opc/. Your lordships will see there 
are other ministers ^nd other persons of considcra? 
tion, subscribing largely, at>d' that the three persons 
•eohsidered as at the head of administration at tha|: 
time. Lord Grenville, Mr. Pitt, and Mr. Dundas, sub- 
•^cfibing io,oco/. each > now this is a feature which ng? 
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gatives gain, and faise^ a presumption difectly against 
profit, .1 have shewn your 1 4 dships that it was hot 
a stock of gain'. And now I have shewn your lord- 
ships th^t,tne minister to profit was aot the oiiilister 
to this, for it is supposed that Mr. Trotter is the pan^ 
dcr to Lord Melville's gains ^ that he is the person to 
be^ looked on as the actor when 'any sctne of prdfit 
takes place. But, my lords, Mr. Trotter is absent 
here, he knew nothing about the original subscription* 
Mr. Henry brummond arranged that, -and he is un- 
fortunately dead. The installments, 'bowever, are 
from time to time paid by Messrs. Couttsyand to them 
repaid by Mr. Trotter, out of the mixed account into 
which Lqrd Melville's money went, from whatever 
quarter it came. These payments are carried to the 
account current, of which the balance is not settled 
till i8cp, ai i\ Lord Melvi)le hears nothing of the loy- 
alty till that period. But it is most important to 
your lordships to observe, that I .ord Melville executed 
powers of attorney to Mr. Trotter's banker to sell this 
and all Lord Melville's other stocks, upon Mr. Trot- 
ter's order and for his. benefit. Will any body say Mr. 
Trotter was not well secured : All the stoclcs in Lord 
Melville's name are put into Mr. Trotter's pbwer, and 
those which were not in.lhis name, (the 7,000/. re- 
duced, and the 13,500/. East India, were ali-eady at 
his mercy). From that moment Lord Melville, if 
he had been the most attentive man to his own affairs, 
might fairly and properly have discharged his mind 
from all consideration and care about the loyalty loan. 
Thus, my lords, is Mr. Trotter master and controuler 
of stock to the value of more than 20,000/. for secur- 
ing an advance.of io,oco/. Instead of contenting him- 
self with that security, from a motive which he states 
to be an anxiety and attention to his own interest, 
he transfers this advance for the loyalty loan from the 
account current to the ehest account. " Lord Mel- 
ville," he says, '* was indebted to me as a private in- 
dividual only, upon the account-current, and I consi- 
' dered him indebted to government for the balance 
upon the ch^st-account. ' " Did you state to Lord 



^ 



231 

Melville that you wished or intended to transfer this 
loyalty loan money from the account-current to the 
chest-account ?" " I do not recollect that I positively 
stated it to his Lordship,_but I delivered account? 
which bore it upon the face of them.*' ^^ Did Lord 
Melville approve of the transfer of the loyalty loan to 
the chest-account." " He neither approved nor 4isap- 
jJroved of it ; he took the accounts without any consi'-, 
deration.'* And it is in evidence likewise that Mr., 
Trotter never called his attention to the iitem. , Tb^it 
Lord Melville never examined any accouD;t in ^f.: 
Trotter*^ presence i and that he always signed thejn 
before they parted. . ./ 

• Mr. Trotter I have stated to have been secured in a 
Slim of money equal to 20,000/. when- the loyalty/ loan 
was paid up. But li^twithstanding that, he tninfer& 
this sum to the chest^ccount. What was this chest- 
account ? Supposing the instant afterwards, Mr, Trot-»: 
ter and Lord Melville had both died, -or supposing 
Mr. Trotter had died, and left no vestige behind him 
or traces of what the nature of their transaction was^ 
and the chest- account had. appeared, would not Lord 
Melville have stood iri the situation of a person wbc^ 
had given complete security for the advance of the 
loyalty, and who, notwithstanding, stood responsible 
to the public for the whole amount of these advances 
Upon the chest account ? for the rhest-account is a 
memorandum which Lord Melville could not contro- 
vert, because his 40,000/. was put to it, and his 
10,000/. was put to it, and if it remained there he 
must pay it. But would not Lord Melville, if this 
item had been pointed out to him in the chest«accoun(, 
ha:ve said*— What, Mr. Trotter ! do you meaa to cha/ge 
me in this double capacity ? Is your anxiety about your 
own interest so great that you ^re not contented 
merely with having this power to sell the loyalty and 
other funds for your own benefit, but you must make 
me and my representatives liable to. the public in 
10,000/., ^nd liable to, what is morei to be questioned 
in the high court of parliament by impeachment? Is 
not this the true feature of the transaction? Will not 
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YOur lordships believe now thai Lord Melville was an. 
indolent man about his own private affairs? and it 
detracts nothing from the noble lord's character or the 
dignity of his mind that he is so. This proves his in- 
attention to and i^orance of his own affairs^i but it 
proves more, it proves he was particularly inattentive 
to the chest account ; it proves to demonstration that 
this particular item, to Lord Melville's knowledge, 
never was in the chest-account. This brings me to 
the 7,000/. reduced annuities, which, according to the 
evidence of Mr. Trotter came from friends of Lor4 ^ 
Melville : and he lai4 it out without his lordship's di? 
section, because it had' been a productive fund before, 
My lords, it is in evidence^ before your lordshipSj^ 
that my Lord Melville signed the accounts without 
reading them ; that he was extremely negligent with 
regard to hjs own affairs, and that negligence 4oes not 
rest merely upon the testimony of Mr. Trotter or any 
pther witness, but is proved by the transactions them- 
selves ; particularly by his not having made any ol>- 
^rvatipn as to the state of th^ chest account. I now 
submit to your lordships gravely, that you are now iq 
a criminal cot^rt, not in a civil CBuie, that whatever t 
presumption may b^ just in a civil case, with regard 
to ia person signing 9 deed' which he has not read, or 
signing an ^ccpuht which he has not perused, may be 
sufficient against »him, or however he may be bound ia 
the civil transacticxns of life, I am siire your lordships 
"Will never apply that principle iii a criminal ca§e ; on 
•the contrary, if^ it is fclearly in evidence .before your 
lordships, that there was, notwithstanding the civil * 
effect of the negllgence^^ such n^ligence as prevented 
the party frohj- knowing what was in the paper he 
signed ; suclj: negligence a^ prevented the party from 
Icnowing what Recount was in the book or the paper 
delivered oyer to him; your lordships n^ver can ir\- 
fer, in a criminal cau^e, tnat thitt construction is to be 
inade which is to be made in a civil c^se ; on th^ 
contrary, I take it that in every case of a criminal n%- 
.ture it is essential, that in order to fix the Criminality 

you must establish the guilty mind; that you cannot 
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establish a guilty mind where there is an IgnorW 

mind, arid that therefore, where there is a complete 
ignorance ahdSvaht of knowledge, there cannot by 
possibility, be an inference of guilt; from an act, 
'vyhich, if done in a civil case, I certainly cannot pre- 
tend to state to your lordships would not be sumci- 
jcntly binding upon the individual: 
• The learned counsel nc^ct. stated the evidence with 
ji^spect to the release, which he insisted was proved 
iRostclearly to be the act of Mr. Trotter alone for his 
^ own safety. 

, My lords, continued Mr. Adam, there is likewise 
one other observation to be made with respect to the 
.destruction of papers, I have had occasion to state 
to your lordships that Mr. Trotter, at the commence^ 
naentof his account of this business did not speak out ; 
and that it is owing to Mr. Trotter's sheltering him- 
. self under the protection which the law gave him^ 
jmd not thinking jt wise to disclose any thing which 
phould discover either his delinquency or his profits, 
that your lordships pre now here, for from the mo- 
irient that Mr. Trotter diti disclose to this noble and 
) most elevated court, the real nature of the transactions 

between him and Lord Melville, all idea of corrup- 
tion on the part of Lord Melville was vanished and 
/ii§per^ed. I subipit to your lordships that the same 
jcaution which jlictated Mr. Trotter's silence, dictated 
likewise the destruction of his papers ; he was deter- 
jiained to be jjilenJ that his gains might not be disco- 
yered by himself : ]it. was determined to destroy his; 
\ papers that they might not be discovered there. Here 

}s a direct motive on the part of Mr. Trotter for the 
jde§truction of his papers j he proves that he dcstroye4 
then) fpr hi§ own purposes, and that Lor4 Melville 
jyas not privy to that destruction. When I can shevir 
. your Iprdship's a direct motive on the part of Mr, 
. T rottef , for the act h^ did, and which motive is coa- 
sistept wjth rea^pn ?ind ^ith the general nature of 
his case, youij^ lordsHip will not resort to a strained 
inference of a ijiotive of another kind, operating upon 
the mind of another man. Your lordships will be 



satis&d that all Mr. Trotter's taciturnity would have 
ayailed hirxi nothing if the commissioners had laid' 
their .hands upon the papers he burnt under the clause 
in the release, and therefore here was a direct motivb 
upon the part of Mr. Trotter to destroy those papers>i 
which might have re:hdered his silence totally and^ 
completely abortive ; for until this case took its prb«-' 
gress b,cforethe Cpmmons in Parliament, Mr. Trotter 
^ted uniformly upon the idea of protecting himself 
from criminal accusation and from civil suit, by main-- 
taining a positive silence as to all the &cts which could' 
by possibility disclose either his guilt or his gain. *' 
. My lords, this, I think, seems to me to wind up 
all the observations that are necessary to be made upon 
the case, which I have been entrusted to state to yoxit 
Jordships. I will not delay your lordships any fur- 
ther. 1 have to return your lordships my most sm- 
cere thanks for that attention with which you have 
honoured me. I have to state in the most anxious 
manner that I am, perfectly sure your lordships will 
ijot^ when you come td. examine this evidence,' when 
you come to compare the conduct of the noble per- 
json accused ; the liberality and disinterestedness of 
that conduct with respect to public money, vouched 
by the very persons who accuse him; when you cbn- 
sider that there is no avarice in this case, and that the 
whole tenor of the noble lord's life is against such a 
crime as he is here acciased of. When your Idrdships 
consider that all the facts and circumstances narrated, 
either those which are more ancient or niore modern, 
.are not sufficiently sustained by the evidence to war- 
.xant the conclusions the managers would draw frotn 
them, or that they are -sufficiently refuted : when your 
Jordships consider, above iall, that the facts which are 
proved by the principal witness are perfectly coinci- 
dent with the nature of the presumptions we have sug- 
gested, and that all the presumptions to the contrary 
;9re forced and sprained : when your lordships consider 
^ all these thi/igs, and deliver your judgment of guilty 
.or not guilty uppn your honour, yonr lordships will 
. not conceive, that under the first authority by which 
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Lord Melville acted — the warrant — Lord Melville Has 
cxtfixmitted any crime. My lords, that warrant lays 
him i^ider a civil obligation ; that warrant was stated 
tp your lordsnips by my learned friend, in a manner 
in which I am sure I should do but ill at this timc^of 
day tp attempt to (ojiovr him, and I therefore merely ^ 
refer your lordsHips to that argument.* But; my lordsj i' 
cpntend that the fact is more ixiiportant to the noble 
lord than any argument upon the legal effect of the 
warrant. I contend that the noble lord is not piroved^ 
corruptly, intentionally, or at all, to have takeil one 
single sixpence of the public money ; and, that being: 
the casei, that it is unnecessary to reason upon the ope* 
ration of the warrant. My lords, I am sure that your 
lordships must'be'satisfied^ from the clear manner iik 
which my lord Melville, when the witness's mouth 
was opened, was freed from all imputation of moral 
ffuilt : was freed from air connexion with corniptten, 
aiid from all desire of making money : that he vvasi 
fi;om that instant, freed from all political crime. My 
lords, it would be a terrible thing if the hearts 
of the court were to be at variance with fts 
records. My lords, it cannot be, becauise I t(^Ust th^ 
the argument upon the statute renders my Lord Me|^ 
villc as free from legal crime as the arguments upon 
the factS/; and the tacts themselves shew him to he^ 
perfectly free always and is how incapable of any sucIJl 
crime. 

My Lords, I stated to your lordships before it is the 
mem rea. , You are to consider. Lord Melville's situa-* 
tion is most extremely singular in this country, re- 
nowned for the wisdom of its liws, for the humane 
policy of its criminal code. The first and ruling prin- 
ciple in that code has been reversed. My' Lords, the 
law says, that no person shall be held to be gfuilty till 
he shall be convicted by trial, but that every pcrsoh 
till fouud .guilty, shall be presumed innocent. " • 

My Lords, the noble defendant stands in a situation 
directly the reverse ; he has been found guilty, and he 
has been punished. 
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My LordS) the .cause of that undoubtedly I have 
endeavoured to explain to your lordships. | have en*"^ 
deavoured to shew you that the honourable silence of' 
Lord Melvil]e, dictated by his sense of public duty, 
^nd his sense of personal delicacy; and the silence of 
Mr. Trotter dictated by the motive that I have describ- 
ed, left tha country, in ignorance, till this cause came 
to your, lordship's bar. 

My Lords, the case .is now explained ; you cannot, 
relieve , the noble person from the misery he has suf- 
fered in the interval ; hie has borne it with .fortitude ; 
he has borne it like a philosopher aild a christian. 
My Lords, he has borne it from a feeling of conscious' 
utnocence, and in confidence, that the verdict of ac>' 
quittal of his peers will restore him to hfs family, his 
friends, and his sovereign, ' 

The case for the defendant having closed, the 
Attorney General (Sir Arthur Piggott) m?ide a very 
learned and able argument upon the construction of 
the act of parliament, and Mr. Whitbread was heard 
at considerable length in reply upon the rest of the 
•ase ; but the limits of this work will not adnfiit of 
ibose speeches being reported. The legal argument, 
?s is stated before» cannot be interesting to the gene- 
ral reader; and the public may rest satisfied that the 
prut meaning and spirit of the act of Parliament has 
been accurately expounded by the unanimous opinioq 
i>( the learned judges, 

* 

Several days were occupied by the House of Lords, 
in. discussii|g» in dieir chamber of parliament, in close 
.committee, the various parts of this most important 
.cause; and on the lath of June, 1806, thiey met in 
Westminster Hall to give their verdicts, when the 
question of. Guilty or Not Guilty ) having been puj 
by the Lord Chancellor to each peer, upon eacl^ 
article separately, the numbers appeard as follow i-^ 
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Articlf 

I St 

2d 

3d 
4th 
5th 
6th 
7th 
Sth 
9th 
loth 



Guilty. 


Not GoUtf . 


Majority. 


»s 


120 


»oS 


54 


81 


27 


5» 


83 


" 31 


None. 


135 


13s 


3 


132 


129 


47 


S8 


41 


50 


S5 


85 


14 


121 


107 


16 

• 


119 


103 


12 


123 


III 



Totals 263 1087 824 



, The Lord Chancellor then declared, that Lord 
Melville was acquitted of all the articles charged 
against him by the impeachment, and of every matter 
und thing therein contained. 



full satisfaction for all wages, fees* and other profits, and 
emoluments, to apply any sum of money, impressed to 
him for Navy Services> to any other use whatsoever, pub- 
lic or private, without express authority for so doing; 
and whether such application by such Treasurer would 
have been a misdemeanor, punishable by information or 
indictment. 

Answer to the First Question. 

That monies issued from the Exchequer to the Governor 
and Company of the Bank of England, on account of the 
Treasurer of his Majesty's Navy,, pursuant to the Act of 
25th Geo. 3, c. 31, may be lawfully drawn from the said f 

Bank, by the person duly authorized by the Treasurer to 
draw upon the Bank, according to the said Act, the drafts of 
such person being made for the purpose of discharging bills 
actually assigned upon the Treasurer, before the dates of, 
such drafts, but not actually presented for payment before 
,such drawing; and that such monies, so drawn for such 
purpose, may be lawfully lodged and deposited in the hands 
of a banker, other than the GoTernor and Company of the 
Bank, until payment of such assigned bills, and for the pur- 
pose of making payment thereof, when the payment thereof 
shall be demanded \ and that such act, in so drawing suck 
monies, and lodging and depositing the same as aforesaid, ts 
not in the law a crime or offence. 

« 

Answer to the Seeoni Question. 

If by the expression ** for the purpose of being deposited 
in the bands of a private banker or other private depositary,*' 
is to be understood that such was the object or reason of 
drawing the money out of the Bank of England, the Judges 
answer that monies may not be lawfully drawn out of the 
Bank of England by tlie Treasurer of the Navy fior such pur« 

Eost, although the money .be intended to be, and may in fact ^ 

e ultimi^ely applied to Naval Services ; but, if by that ex* 
pressionit is to be understood, that sugb intermediate deposit 
in the handft erf a private banker or depositary, is made bona 
fidi as the means, or supposed means, of more conveniently 
applying the money to Naval Services, in that case the Judges 
answeis that nionie> issued from the Exchequer to the Bank 
of England, on account of the Treasurer of tb^ Navy, pur« 
suant to the Act of 25th Geo. 3, c. 31, may be lawfully 
drawn therefrom by drafts drawn in the name, and on the 
behalf of the Treasurer, in the form prescribed by the said 
Act, for th& purpose of such monies toeing ultimately applied 
I to Navai Savices, although in the mean tim9» aEi4 until the 



same shall be required to be so applied, the money may be 
deposited in the hands of a private banker, or other private 
depositary of sach monies, in the name and under the im- 
mediate sole controul and disposition of some other person 
or persons than t-he Treasurer himself. 

Amwer to the Third Question. 

, The Judge's answer that it was not unlawful for the Trea^ 
surer of the Navy, before the Act of 25th Geo. 3. c. 31, al* 
though after the warrant stated in the question, to apply any 
gum of money imprested to him for Navy Services, to othci* 
iises, public or private, without express authority for so dbing^ 
$0 as to constitute a misdemeanor punishable by information 
or indictment. 



COPIES OF REQUISITIONS, &c. 

9*0 George Scholey and William Domville^ EsquireSy Sheriffs of the 
County of Middlesex: 

Wb, the undersigned Freeholders of the county of Mid- 
dlesex, request that you will call a meeting of the Freeholders 
of the county of Middlesex, for the purpose of taking into 
consideration the grots violations of the law» and the flagrant 
abuses in the management and expenditure of public money, 
which have been lately detected by the Commissioners of 
Naval Inquiry, and towards the investigation, reform, and 
punishment of which the representatives of the people in 
parliament have iQ^de so virtuous a progress. 

(Signed) Norfolk ^ E. M. — 'Bedford — Devonshire — Nor» 

^ . thumlferland-^DundaS''^jl,H. Shove — Thomas 

Holmes — Joseph Thomson — John Richards"^ 

Charles Morrice* 

m * 

1 

in consequence of the above requistion, we appoint a meet- 
ing of the Freeholders of the county, of Middlesex, to be held 
at the Mermaid, Hackney, on Thursday, the ad of May ncxt,> 
^ twelve. 

jffril ig. George Scholey 

William DomvilU 



To James Blunt , Esq. Sheriff of the Count) of Southampton. 

We, the undersigned^FreehoIders of the county of Soutli^ 
ampton, request that ^ou will call a meeting of the Free-- 
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holders of the said county^ for the purpose of taking into 
consideration the gross violations of the law, and the flagrant 
abuses in the management and expenditure of the public 
moneyy brought to light by the Commissioners of Naval In- 
quiry instituted by Parliament, and also for the purpose of 
expressing our approbation of the conduct of the House of 
Commons, whose just censure of the abuses already discover- 
ed, and whose further investigation into the conduct of those 
persons who may be implicated in or have connived at these 
unprincipled practices, demand and deserve our encourage- 
ment and support. 

( Signed ) Winchester'^ Chandoi — Temple — Carnarvon'^ 

Portsmouth, 

Meeting appointed at theCastle of Winchester, Thursday, 
May 1 6. 



To John Mosekyj Esq. High Sheriff of the County of Norfolk. 

We, the undersigned Freeholders of the county of Norfolk, 
request that you will call a meeting of the Freeholders of the 
county of Norfolk^ for the purpose of taking into considera- 
tion the gross violations of the law, and the flagrant abuses 
iii the management and expenditure of public money, which 
has lately been detected by the Commissioners of Naval 
Inquiry, and towards the investigation, reform, and piuiish- 
ment of which the Representatives of the People of England 
have already made some progress, and are endeavouring to 
carry into effect. 

( Signed ) jilbemarle — Cholmondeley^WalpoIe^^Petre — yohn 
Lombe — Richard Paul foddrell — John Gurdon^^ 
£.' Rolfe^^Robert Plumtree-^ Henry Styleman — SJ 
Payne Galway^ Edward Roger Pratt — M. S. 
Brathwayt^-^John Aiottens — Robert Lee Doughty 
— £. Rolfey Jun —5. Sevan. 

Meeting appointed at the Swan Inn, Norwich, on the 14th 
May. 



To Sir fVatkin LeweSy Knight^ High Bailiff of the Borough of, 
Southwark. 

We, the undersigned Electors of the borough of South- 
wark, do request you to convene, at an early and convenient 
day, a. meeting of the Electors of this Borough, to take into 
consideration the gross system of flagrant abuse in the nia« 
nageoient of public money, which has been brought tp light 
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by the Commissioners of Naval Inquiry, wherein a late emi- 
nent Member of his Majesty's Administration had assumed 
to himself the dangerous power of dispensing with the enact- 
ing clauses of a plain positive law, by which immense sums 
of the public money have been put to hazard, for the pur- 
poses of private gain, in direct contempt of a statute passed 
expreslsy to prevent this very crime, practices which have- 
brought discredit upon the King's Government, and called 
forth the just conaemnation of the House of Commons^ 
whose laudable progress towards the efficient correction of 
these delinquencies! demands the support^ the approbation} 
and encouragement of the whole empire. 

(Signed) Richard S hepity--' Edward Mar sden-^John ElKt 

'-—'John Swa'tne — Mark Dixon — Samuel Lee 
"^John Gardner — John Lane-^Geo. Guyatt 
m^John Fox — James Slade — J, W. Dawkins 
— £. Dickenson-^ Prince^ Son, and Johnson--^ 
William.Little—G. W Wood-^l komas Stokes 
— M. Shaw—W, W. Hugslone-'R. Roberts 
'•-'Thomas TVillet^^ Abraham Puttley. 



Extracted from the Morning Chronicle^ May 4, 1805. 

Palace Yard, May 8. 
At a Meeting of the Electors it was resolved unanimously : 

I. That the votes of the House of Commons on the 8th 
and loth of April last, on the motions of Samuel Whitbrcad, 
Esq. founded upon the loth Report of the Commissioners of 
Naval Inquiry, declaring the Lord Viscount Melville to have 
committed a gross violation of law, and a high breach of his 
public duty ; have diffused thtough this astonished and in- 
dignant nation, the most heartfelt satisfaction and gratidue. 

II. That the intrepid and virtuous discharge of the dutie* 
with which the Legislature have invested the Commissioners 
of Naval Inquiry, has filled every upright mind with the pro* 
foundest veneration towards those Commissioners, that the 
renewal of their power, and the enlargement of their authori- 
ty, are objects of the utmost interest to this meeting, and 
that we are persuaded the whole nation participates in this 
sentiment. 

III. That It is not among the slightest testimonials to the 
House, and fidelity of these Commissioners, that the only 
p^sons who have dared to insinuate any thii>g to their disi- 
advantage, are those alone, who, if not the actual accomplices 
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in guilt, have recently been the associates in office, and stand 
forth at this moment as the avowed champions in public, of 
a delinquent, convicted of clear, conscious, and demonstrable 
breach of law and trust, upon the most unequivocal of all 
Species of evidence, the confession of the culprit himself. 

IV. That any contrivances with a view to screen and pro- 
tect the said Lord Viscount Melville, would be extremely' 
fevoltinc^ to the feelings of the country ; that it would ac- 
cumulate disrepute and suspicion upon the general character 
df the King's Government ; be highly disrespectful to the 
declared opinion of Parliament ; and irreverend to the Mo-* 
narch himself, whose Privy- Council List is still defiled by 
the nattie of the said ddinqaent. 

V. That a civil action against Lord Melville and Mr. 
Trotter, instead of a criminal prosecution, appears to this 
meeting to be, of itself, incapable of satisfying the public 
expectation* 

VI. That the recovery of money is notan object to be put 
in comparison with the making a great example, agd vindi- 
cating the justice of the law upon. high delinquents, in the 
3ame spirit of equal, impartial, inflexible sternness, with, 
which it would fall upon the poorest and most unprotected 
criminal. \ 

VIL That an Address be presented to his Majesty, ^nd a 
Petition to the House of Commons. 

Mr. Fox presented the following Petition on the 3d of May. 

Your Petitioners share the national gratitude to your Ho- 
nourable House for your raenlorabie and virtuous votcs_of 
the 8th and loth <^ April last, founded on the 10th Report 
of the Commissioners of Naval Inquiry, declaring the Lord 
Viscount Melville to be guilty of a gross violation of the law, 
arid a high breach of public duty. 

Never were parliamentary measures received with more 
exultation by the country than the said votes, and nothing, 
your Petitioners arc persuaded, could cause more disappoint- 
ment than your Honourable House stopping short of these 
great ends of justice which the p\|blic interest demands, and 
the honour you have acquired by the said votes, exacts and 
enforces at your hands. 

The pure, the moderate, the faithful, the independent, and 
the dignified discharge of the functions with which tlie law 
fcas invested the said Commissioners of Naval Inquii-y, has 
filled the country with the most unqualified admiration of 



tlieir conduct. The renewal of their aiithoritv is a source of 
the iticst linfeigned pleasure to the people at targe ; and we 
do most earnestly supplicate your Honourable House, that 
in the construction of the new statute, your attention will be 
fixed upon the contumacious obttruction to 'full inquiry/ 
which is so clearly pointed out sn the $aid loth Report; and 
that you will carefully guard against hi repetition. 

Your Petitioners beg leave to state to your Honoarablc 
House, that a civil suit against Lord Melville and Mr. Trot- 
ter, unaccompanied by criminal pro^cution, would be iii- 
finitely short of tlie public hope^^ because it is so of public 
justice. It is not the rcfundhig <$f money that, of itself, it 
of real consequence to the nation 5 it is the infliction of an 
exemplary vengeance upon proved and powerful delinquents. 
It is the manifestation to the whole world that higti crimi-' 
Rals arc not above the reach of punishment ; and that the 
corrupt and wanton violations of law shall feel the strength 
pf Its arm. 

Above ail things wc intreat your Honourable House not 
to permit the public feeling to be sported with, and in tljc 
formation of inqtairies similar to the Naval Commission^ 
that you will take care that the power constituted be equal 
to its professed objects, both as relating to the vigour of the 
authority, and to the integrity of those who are to put it in 
execution ; for we submit to your Honourabfe House, if any 
thing can be worse than a deep-rooted, wide-spreading sys- 
tem of abuse and peculation in the management of the pub- 
lic money, it would not be the' institution of a system of 
revision, in its nature a burlesque upon investigation, and 
in its result a mockery of justice. 

To all these points we beg the best attention of your 
Honourable House. We beseech you to pursue with efFect 
what you began with so much honour. We intrent you not 
to relax in your efforts till you have brought Lord Melville 
to condign punishment, and given to all who shall be found 
to have committed similar crimes, a signal demonstration, 
that in the Representatives of the People, instead of abettors 
in their iniquities, they will only find the faithful guardians 
of the nation, and the zealous vindicators of the Jaws. 

And your Petitioners, Sec, 

VIII. Thanks to Mr. Whitbread for his abilitv, manlv 
moderation, and firm decision on the 8th and 10th of April. 

JX. Thanks to Lord St. Vincent. 

X. Thanks to Mr. Fox * 

XI. That the said Address and Petition be presented. 



Jit a Afecting of the Electors of fVestmlmier^ on Friday ^ May 3^^ 

the High Bailiff' in the Chair. 

« 

Mr. Wishart reminded the electors of the manner in which 
the Commissioners of Naval Inquiry had been appointed : the 
opposition which their appointment had created in certain 
quarters, no doubt on verjr sitrong grounds: and the ne- 
iarious transactions, which in all their reports had been dis* 
closed. It was however the Tenth Report which was at pre- 
sent the particular object of inquiry, and on which the ma- 
jority of the House of Commons had come to a decision, so 
honourable to themselves, and so gratifying to their country* 
A noble Lord, long high in office, had oeen convicted of gross 
malversation, not from ignorance, for he was principally con- 
cerned in framing those laws which he had violated. He had 
allowed Trotter, his paymaster, expressly to contravene a law, 
passed for the better security of the public monej, for no less 
a period than 16 years, and thus during all that time, the pub* 
lie money was put in danger, for the purpose of being applied 
to private emolument. It was natural to suppose, when sucb 
a transaction was brought to light, that the first Minister of 
the Crown would have come forward to see the matter fully 
explained and investigated* He, however, followed a diffe- 
rent course, and seemed desirous of screening the delinquent*. 
It was not till after a hard struggle, which the Speaker of thei 
House of Commons, with so much honour, to himself, de- 
cided by his casting vote, that this attempt to screen convicted 
guilt, was defeated. But it was contended that this vote, and 
the consequent resignation of Lord Melville, ought to be 
considered a sujGcient punishment. This he utterly denied, 
and contended it was contrary to all precedents in similar cases 
recorded in our history. In the case of Chancellor Bacon,' 
convicted of taking bribes, and conniving s^t the malversa- 
tions of his servants, the roost exemplary punishment was in- 
flicted* That nobleman was fined 40,000 /•« was expelled 
from the House of Lords, and forbid ever to appear again in 
the presence of his Sovereign* In 1720, the Cliancellor of the 
Exehequer of that day, was fourvl guilty of certain infamous 
proceedings, connected with the South oea scheme, and wa$ 
compelled to resign his official situation. But, was that 
resignation held to be at all adequate to t;be enormity of his 
guilt ; on the contrary, he was committed to the tower, and 
was declared incapable of ever after holding any official situa- 
tion, and was forced to disgorge his ill gotten wealth. It was 
neceseary that similar measures should lae pursued against 
Lord Melville* that a great example should be made of him, 
to deter future offenders and to shew tlie whole world, that in 
tiiis country no public delinquent^ however exalted his station 
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or extensive his influencei could hope to escape the strong 
arm of the law. 

Mr. Fox praised Lord St. Vincent, and said he did not 
overpower the French and Spanish Admirals, till after a stout 
resistance. The hardest tussle however was with Lord Me}«. 
ville, before victory was obtained. The flag ship had now 
indeed struck, and it was to be hoped that the other subordi- 
nate ship^ would also soon be compelled to strike. The 
honourable gentleman, who introduced the business (Mr* 
Wishart} had very properly said, that unless some further 
proceedings against Lord Melville were instituted, the whole 
business would be incomplete. He fully concurred in this 
idea, and begged to warn the meeting against any hopes of 
rectifying convicted abuses by future regulations, instead of 
retrospective punishinent. Even if a new law were intro- 
duced, what hope was there that it would be more fairly 
acted upon than in the case of that law, for the violation of 
which the noble Lord was connected ? When that law was 
brought forward, a pledge was given that it would be im- 
plicitly followed, and that pledge had been' broken. What 
security, then. had the House, that any future pledges would 
be better observed ? The only pledge they bad was, the in-^ 
fllction of the exemplary vengeance. It was said, however^ 
that the noble lord was already sufficiently punished. * He 
utterly denied this, for independent of his resignation, he 
had experienced no punishment for his delinquences. Mere 
resignation could not be considered as punishment ', for in 
many cases it was glorious, and was at least always innocent* 
There was another circumstance too to be considered, that 
though the House of Commons had strongly censured Lord 
Melville, the Sovereign had not yet been advised to pass oa 
him any mark of displeasure. What was the inference from 
this backwardness of Ministers, to recommend to his Ma- 
jestv to remove Lord Melville i^om all places of trust, held 
during pleasure, ^nd to banish him from his Councils for 
everf He appealed to the meeting, whether it had not very 
much the appearance of a consciousness of a connexion with 
Lord Melville* which rendered it very unsafe for them to 
break with him at this crisis. Their conduct in attempting^ 
to screeh him, was a stong symptoQi of some participation in 
his proceedings. He put it to the feelings of any man who 
h|id an intimate friend convicted of nefarious proceedings, 
whether he would not be anxious to free himself from the 
suspicion of all knowledge of their existence. Why Minis* 
ters had not followed so obvious a course, was best Icnown to 
themselves. 

He called on the meeting not to flag in their exertions, to 
have all this business sifted to the bottom, for if they were 
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not true to themselves, how cowld they expect their repre* 
scntatives to be anxious for the correction of abuses. He 
trusted their example would be followed through every part 
tof tlie kingdom, and that the people would insist on the re- 
gular attendance of their representatives, when business of 
so much consequence was going forwJird in Parliament. This 
was the more necessary, as out of 658 members, no more 
:ihan 4^J8 could be collected. He did not now throw any re- 
Hection on his noble colleague, who was honourably em- 
ployed in the service of his country, but many others had 
no such excuse. 



TO THE KING^S MOST EXCELLENT MAJESTY, 

The humble Address of the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Commons, of the City of London, in Common Council 
assembled. 

May it please your Majesty^ 

We, your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects the 
Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and Commons of the City of 
London, in Common Council assembled, beg leave, witU 
every sentiment of duty and devotion to your Majesty's 
person and government, to approach your Majesty with our 
sincere congratulations on the discoveries which havs been 
made by the reports of the commissioners of Naval Inquiry^ 
laid before your Majesty and the other branches of the- 
Legislature, from which your Majesty must have seen with 
astonishment and indignation, that an eminent member of 
jour Majesty's government^ the Lord Viscount Melville, had 
been guilty of practices which the representatives of the 
people, in Parliament assembled, have declared to be a gross 
violation of the law, and a high breach of duty. 

We are persuaded that your Majesty's roy^l mind feels it to 
be a great aggravation of Lord Melville's palpable, conscious, 
^nd deliberate breach of a statute, which he, beyond all others, 
was bound to observe wiUi strict fidelity, that he had filled so 
many and such high offices in executive government, and was 
honoured with so large a portion of your Majesty's con* 
fidence. 

The virtues which adorn your Majesty, and which excifc 
in the highest degree the love of your people, are a pledge to 
the nation that, in removing Lord Melville from your Ma- 
jesty's councils and presence for ever, the punishment of a 
delinquent, however just, is far less a motive with your 
Majesty than the ej^ample held out, that no Minister, how- 
ever favoured, shall presume upon your Majesty's counte-. 
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iiaiice, wl)Q shall be found to havet'rampkd upon the law^iind 
to have disgraced the functions with which he has been in^ 
vested, * ^ 

The investigations of the Commissioners of Naval Inquiry 
excited the interest, s^nd inspired the country with gratitude, 
towards those Commissions; and we are persuaded that your 
Majesty participates in the general anxiety which pervades all, 
ranks for the prolongation, and> if necessary, for the enlarge^ 
xnent of their authority. 

Confiding in your Majesty's paternal solicitude, that what- 
ever is chearfuHy contributed by a loyal people shall be faith- 
fully administered, we entertain the fullest assurance that, to 
your Majesty, it will be a source of the profoundest satisfac- 
tion, that all necewary measures shall be adopted and perse- 
vered in towards the correction and punishment of proved 
malversation, and that nothing v^ill be omitted which shall 
have a tendency to promote the public confidence in Govern^ 
ment, and to invigorate and confirm the spirit, energy, and 
ynion of your Majesty's empire, at this important crisis. 

Signed by, order of the Court, 

WOODTHORPE. 



Copy of the Resolutions sf the House of Commons on the %th of 
Aprils and of their Order' of the 2gth» 

1. Resolved^ That it appears to this House, That on tht 
i' 1 8th of June 1782, the " House of Commons, in a Com- 
^ mittee of the whole House, came, amongst others, to the 

following Resolutions: 

. - ' 

2. '* That it is the opinion of this Committee, That some 
*• regi^latipns ought to be adopted for the purpose of lessening 
** and keeping down the balances of public money, which 
*' appear to have usually been in the hands of the Treasurer 
<* of the Navy; and it would be beneficial to the public* if 
•* the first and o^her clerks, in the different branches belong-? 
** ing to the faid pfEce, were paid by fixed and permanent 
^^ salaries, in iieu of all ^ees, gratuities, and Qther perqui^ 
^* sites whatsoever. 

3. *' That it is the opinion of this Committee^ That fronj 
<' henceforward the Paymaster of His Majesty's Land Force? 
*< and the Treasurer of the Navy, for the time being, shall 
f^ not apply any sum or sums of money, imprested to tbem^ 
♦* or either of thein, to any purpose of advantage or interest 
** to themselves, either directly or indirectly. 

4f ^^ That it appears to this Comri)ittee, That the Com** 
<< inis^ioners a]p|>9inted tp examine, uke, and state tbe|)ubli4i 
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•* iccotlnts of the kingdom, have, $6 far as ijipdafi fi-oitt xhs 
•* rep'^rts wl ich they have'hitherto niade, dischafgfed the duty 
" entrusted to them with great diligence, accuracy, and ability i 
** and i^ Parliament shall carry into execution thdSe plans of 
*' reform and regulation, which are suggested by the matter 
** contained in tl^e reports of the said CommIs<^ioners, it 
** cannot but be attended with the most beneficial conscquen- 
*' ces to the future welfare and prosperity of this kingdom.*' 
J, Resolved^ That in furtherance of the intention of the 
House of Commons, expressed in such resolutions, His Ma- 
jesty, by his warrant, dared 26th June 1782, directed that tlie 
Salary of the Treasurer of the Navy should be increased to 
4000/. per annum, in full satisfaction of all wages and feest 
and other profits and emoluments, theretofofe enjoyed by 
former Treasurers. 

6. Resolved, That it appears to this H6iise, That, during 
the Treasurership of the Right Honourable Isaae Barre, the 
conditions of the aforesaid ' warrant were strictly complied 
with ; that the whole of the money issued from the Exdhequef 
to Mr. Barre, for naval services, *was Ipdgdd in the Bank; 
that it was never drav^n from thence previously to its being ad- 
vanced to the Sub accountants, to be applied to the publid 
service : that during the time Mr. Barre acted as Treasurer 
and Ex-treasurer, he had not in his possession or custody any 
6f the public money, and that neither he, nor the Faymastet 
of the Navy^ did derive any profit or advantage from the use 
or employment thereof. - 

7. Resohedy That the Right Honourable Henry Dundds^ 
now Lord Viscount Melville, succeeded to the office of Treat 
surer of the Navy on the 19th August 1782, when a further 
addition was made to the salary of the said office, in order to 
produce a net annual income of 4,000/. after the payment of 
all tastes and charges on the same ; and that this additional 
salary was considered by the said Lord Viscount Melville as 
granted to him in lieu of all wages, fees, profits, and other 
emolaments, enjoyed by former Treasurers. 

8. Resolved. That the said Lord Viscount Meli^ille con- 
tinued in the said office till the loth of April 1785; that, 
being asked whether he derived any advantage from the use of 
the public money during that period, he, in his examinatioii 
before the Commissioners of Naval Enquiry, declitied answer- 
ing any question on that head; but that be has, in a letter sincd 
written to the said Commissioners, and dated the 28th March 
-last, declared, •* that previous to 1786, be did not derive any 
*• advantage from the use or employment of any money isf^tied 
•• for carrying on the service of the Navy ;'* but Mr. Doug- 
las, who was Paymaster, being dead, and his'Lordship having 
letustd to answer imy questions on this head, as aforesaid^ no 
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evijcntie has beeh obtaiiied as to the applicatioii of mbilieft 
Issued for the service of the Navy, or the mode of drawing 
the same from the Bank, during that period. 

9. Resolved^ That the Right Honourable Charles Towns- 
hend, now Lord Baynihg, held the office of Treasurer of thd 
Navy from the nth of April 1783 to the 4th or Januarj^ 
1784; and that, from the examination of his Lordship^ it 
appears, that, dutinghis Treasiltership, no partoftheraoney- 
issued for the service of the Navy was appHed to his private 
use 6t advantage, and that he does not believe that Mr. Doug- 
las, who acted under hini as Paymaster, derived any profit of 
advantage from the use or employment of the public money> 
except the rtioney issued for the payment of Exchequer fec6» 

io. R^solvedy That the Right Honourable Henry Dundai 
was re-appointcd Treasurer of the Navy on the 5th of Jaiiii- 
ary 17S4, atid coruinued in the said office until the ist of 
June 1800. 

11. Resolved^ That, in the year 1785, ah Act of Parliament 
%as passed (25 Geo. III. c. 31.) intituled, "An Act, for 
•* better regulating the Office of Treasurer of His Majesty'i 
** Nav'v," whereby it is directed, that rLo money shall b^ 
islsued from the Treasury to the Treasurer of the Navy, but 
that all monies isi^ued for Naval services, shall he paid to thd 
Bank, on account of naval services, and placed to the accbudt 
of the Treasurer of the Navy, and shall not be paid out Of 
the Bank unless for naval services, and in pursuance of drafts 
signed by the Treasurer, or some persoti or persons aUthd- 
tized by him, which drafts shall Specify the heads of service 
to which such sums are to be applied; and that the regula- 
tions under the said Act shall take place from the 3i$t of 
July 1785. 

12. Res$!vidy That the execution of the said Act was post- 
.poned till the month of January 1786; and that from that 

time till the month of June 1800, when Lord Melville left 
the office of Treasurer, contrary to the practice established irt 
the Treasurership of the Right Honourable Isaac Barre, con- 
trary to the Resolutions of the House of Commons of the 
l8th of June 178a, and in defiance of the provisions of the 
above-mentioned Act of 25 Geo. III. c. 31, large sums of 
money were under pretence of navy services, and by a mani* 
fest evasion of the Act, at various times drawn from the 
Bank and invested in exchequer and navy bills, lent upon thd 
security of stock, employed in discounting private "bills, iti 
purchasing Bank and East India Stock, and used in various 
^ays for the purpose of private emolument* 

13. Resolved^ That Alexander Trotter, Esquire, the Pay- 
master of the Navy, was the person by whom, or in wbosd 
name, the public money was thus employed; and that in so 
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doing he acted with the knowledge and consent of Lord 
Viscount Melville, to whom he was at the same time private 
agent, and for whose use or benefit he occasionally laid out 
from ten to twenty thousand pounds^ without considering 
whether he was previously in advance to his Lordship, or 
"whether such advances were made from his public or private 
balances. 

14. Res^lved^ That the Right Honourable Lord Viscount 
Melville, having been privy to, and having connived at, the 
•withdrawing from the Bank of England, for the purpose, as 
Stated by Lord Melville, of private emolument to Mr. Trotter, 
«ums issued to Lord Melville as Treasurer of the Navy, and 
placed to his account in the Bank, according to the provisions 
of the 25th Geo. 3, c. 31, has been guilty of a gross violation 
of the l^w, and a high breach of duty. 

April ^^, 

O^dtreiy That the Attorney-General b§ directed to tak9 
such measures as may appear to him to be most effectual, in- 
due course of Jaw, for ascertaining and recov.ering any sums 
of money that may be due to the Public from L^rd Viscoynt 
Melville or Alexander Trotter, Escjuire, in respect of any 
profits derived by them from monies issued for naval pur-» 

?k0ses, and that may have cooie into their hands> subseauent 
Q the I St day of Januarjf , 1786, 
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